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ADVERTISEMENT.

?T" PI E Author of the following ivork cannot..

that be under took it in virtue of any

$ ijpted appointment" by a
6{

convention of the

Clergy
1

;
or that he iuas "ajjifted" in it-, either as

to
"' method" t or

"
management"* by

"
dfreSiond-

fromjo I0amed>and able a body of.men. He docs

pretend to have been favoured iviih fuch
'

f' ufo'!ng tidvantgges.. Not. thai his appear-

ing, upon this
occajion,

wu of,
his oiun meer mo-

tion. He would rather have chofen to have been

excufeJ from engaging in an affair, that he knewo o o ^

ivou-'d be Lnchtiid i:ntb labour, and might expofe

him to much iU-will. But he war, at
length^

overcome by private friends More especially

as urging this motive-,
its being fublijbed

to

the ivorlet, that, if no
"

objections
-were offer-

ed againft, un AMERICAN EPISGQPAT.E,

// -would be taken for granted ALL PARTIES
y C5 *

WERE SATISFIED."-,



INTRODUCTION.
T has, for lome time, been known, that the

Epifcopal Clergy, in th: Colonies, in conie,-

quence.of confulrations, in convened bodies, hav$

tranfmitttd a number of addrefies to England ;

one, to his prefenr Majefty, importunately requeft-

ing an AMERICAN EPISCOPATE ; o.thers, to the

Arch Bifhops c.f Canterbury and York, to the

Bifh p of London, and to ihe Univerfities of Ox-

ford, and Cambridge, loliiciiing their influence in

an affair of 1'uch importance to the well-being, if

hot the very being, of the Church of England in

thefe par
r s of the world. If this was " never in-

tended to be k pt a fecret", it was certainly made

one, at lead in regard of the arguments made
ufe of in fupporcof the thing rtquclkd /,

for though
an authentic knowledge of them was ckfired, in

could not be obtained at firft, and I know not thac

k ever rus been fince The affair feems Co have

been carried on, as it were, under ground, until
61 the discovery of

a^
favorable difpofition in ma-

ny," at hom-_, towards the
fupport

of the thing
in vi -v A->d no\v, rhe way being prepared, it is

*'
thoi;.MC jM.'p^r, ,n a public manntr, to give

in^ormari.on or the REASONS, why an American-

Epifcopate is fo earnelily defired by the Clergy,
ai 1 other friends and members of the church". Ic

rhi^hc have been as proper, and certainly would

h'ive been niv>re candid and generous, not to fay

far, if thty had given thefe reasons, when they
ier.t their addrefiVs fupported by them. We

then have been heard- at horne as well, and
as



6 INTRODUCTION.
as foon, as they ; and judgment might have beea
made upon an impartial hearing of the cafe, and
not by hearing one fide only. We are, after fuch

previous care to ripen matters at home in their

favor, withou: all controverfie, under difadvantage
in offering what we have to fay upon this affair,

which may ;ar more nearly concern the civil as

well as religious mterefts of- the Continent, than

feme may be ready, at firft view, to imagine.

IT mud not be efteemed (Irange, if
" fbme

perfons", 1 may rarher fay many, are " alarmed

ar rhis conduct of the clergy". For now " the

cafe has been explained", and is well " under -

flood", there {till
" remains uneafinefs" ; nor is

the exhibited PLAN cc
fo reafonable", even in

regard of the Epifcopal churches ; or fo." harmlefs

to other denominations", as the Dr. would repre-
fent. He hopes,

"
every objection", or even "

fuf~

picion", will be "intirely obviated
5 '

by what he has

to fay. Bat " mould any objections continue,
which mail be thought worthy of notice, objectors
are inviced to propofe them in fuch a manner, that

they may be fairly and candidly deba ^>te the

tribunal of the public'*. It is in con: !i .-ce with

this invitation, that [he following flieets a<c \> rot/ ;
<.

as alfo, chat it might not be ' '- taken for gt cd,

that all parties acquiefce and arefati^ficc'." vv\. join

%yith theEpitcopaiians in bringing the caie -oo; rn

tryal. We defire nothing; more than an
inij.

ar 'ul

hearing. Let the public judge bci .ten us.

I SHALL proceed in the method the Dr, has

poinicd out ; taking into confideration his ic-vcral

fc6lions one by one, and faying whar m.iy be

thought proper, in a way of anfwer, t . each of

them di(linlly. ^ fi;

THE



The Appeal to the Public

anfwered

Anfwer to Seftion I. which contains
" a

Sketch of the Arguments in favor of

Epifcopacy."

begins the fubject before

him with premifing,
" that the

Church of England is Epifcopal,
and confequently holds tht neceflity

of Bifhops to govern the Church,;

and to confer ecclefiaftical powers". If he means,
that the conftitution of the Church of England, as

eftablifhed by law, is Epifcopal, making Bifhops,
under the King, and within certain prefcnbed li-

mits, the governors of the Church, and conveyers
of ecclefiaftical powers, and that this is the doctrine

of the Church, it is readily acknowledged : But,
if he intended to lead us into this thought, that the

Church of England holds, or is obliged to hold,

the DIVINE RIGHT of Bifhops to govern the

Church, or confer ecclefiaftical powers, in virtue

of their being officers diftincl from, and fuperior
t Presbyters 5 we differ from him in opinion.

None



S The Appeal to the Public anfvveredl.

None of her public offices, no part of the fyfterri

of her conduit towards the clergy is founded on
this principle The pafTage he has here quoted,
from the preface to the book of ordination, may
feem to have an afpeft this way ; but it is, as the

late learned and excellent proitflor Wigglefwortbf

obierves,*
" too (lender a foundation to build upon

in the p.efent caff , efpecially, if u b ! remember-

ed, who were the compilers of that book, and what
reafon we have to conclude they were of the judg-
ment, that Pricfts and Bijhcps are by God's law one

Gnd the fame". This was certainly the doclrine of

the Church of England in the beginning of the

reformation, and of the generality of its pious and
learned divines for a very confiderable time after^

wardsf.

IN Henry the eight's time, the Arch-Bifhops,Bi-

{hops, Arch-Deacons, and Clergy of England, in

their book intituled,
" the inftrudion of a chriitiari-

man," fubfcribed with ail their hands, and dedi-

cated to the King, Anno. 1537 ; and King Henry
himfelf, in his book (tiled,

" a neceffary erudition

for any chriftian-man,
5 '

fet out by the authority of
the ftatute of 32. Henry VIII. chap. 26. approved
by both houfes of Parliament, prefaced with the

King's own epiftle, and publifhed by his command
Anno. 1543, exprefly refolve,

" that Priefts and

Biihops BY GOD'S LAW, are one and the fame *

and that the power of ORDINATION and excom-
munication belongs EQUALLY to them both.J

EDWARD

f

Sober P.emarks, pag. 11.

See the many quotations from their writings to this

purpofe, by the celebrated Dr. StiJlingfleet, in hi?

Jrenicum, pag, 394.. and onwards.

Calamy's defence of mod. sign-CQflformity.> p^g. gp;
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j

EDWARD the fixth no fooner came to the throne;

than he took proper methods to go on with the

reformat'on, begun in the former reign. Among
other measures, he called an afftrrnbly of fr'

'

Di-

vines, the molt refpectable for ftaticn. pirly and

learning in that day, and propofed to them icverai

'queftions, relative to the fettlement of religion ac-

cording to God's word ; to which quedions they

gave in ieverally their refolutions in papers, all

whole judgments were accurately fummed up, and

fet down by the Arch-Bifhop of Canterbury him-

felf. In anfwer to the joth queftion,
<; whether

Bifhops or Prieits were fir ft", Arch-Bifhop Cran-

mer's opinion, given in writing under his own
hand, was this,

4t

Bifhops and Priefts were at one

time, and were not two things, but one office iri

the beginning of Chrift's religion'"'.
' The Bifhop

of Afaph, Dr. Therleby, Dr. Redmayn, and Cox,
were all of the fame opinion with the Arch-Bifhop $

and the two latter expredy cited die opinion of

Jerom with approbation, -f-
In this fame reign, in

a public declaration, fubfcribed by the Arrl<-Bilh-

ops of Canterbury and York, eleven Bifhops, and

many other Doctors and Civilians, it is exprefly

afTertcd,
"

that, in the new-teilament, no mention

is made of any degrees; or diitinclion of orders^

but only of Deacons or miniflers, and cf Priefts or

Bifhops". J It is indeed beyond all reafonable

difpute, that the Epifcopal form of governmenc
was fettled, at the reformation, as Dr. Stillingfleet

exprefles it,
" not uncler pretence cf DIVINE

RIGHT, but for the conveniency of that form to

the (late and condition of the Church at the time

B of
1,

* Irenicum pag. 39!. (
Ibid. pag. 3913.

j Bifhop Burnet's hift, of the reformation, and Neal'3

Jiift. of Puritanifmc Iren. pag.
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of its reformation". And it is in fa6t true, that,

bo*!i \
n Henry the eighth's time, and in Edward

usuh's, the Bifhops
" took out commillions

fr-aj the Crown'* like other STATE OFFICERS,
f- r he exereifing their Ipiritual jurifdidtion ; in

which they acknowledge, that ALL SORTS of

iunididion, ecclefiaftical as well as civil, flow

ORIGINALLY from the Regal power, as from a

SUPREME HEAD, -j-
the fountain and fpring of

ALL

* The refcript of Edward the 6th, cited by Sanders,

runs thus,
" To Thomas, Arch-Bifhop of Canter-

**
bury Since from the King all pow^r and jurifditi-

" on proceed, we give thee power, within thy Dio-
<c

cefs, to give orders by thefe prefents to endure at

<c our pleafure". Dr. Layton's appeal to the Parlia-

ment agalnft Prelacy, pag. 16. This fame writer adds,
" in the ift year of the laid Edward 6th, it is enacted,

that they fhculd exercife no jurifdiclion in their Dio-

cefles, nor fend out writs, but in the King's name, and

under his feal ; which ftatute was abrogated in the ift

of Q^ Mary, and re-eftabiifhed by Q_ Elizabeth, and

in the firft of King James".

f Agreable to this is Arch-Bifhop Cranmer's anfwr to

the Qth of King Edward's queftions, which is thus ex-

prefled,
tc All chriftian Princes have committed unto

theai immediately of God the whole care of all their

fubjedb, as well concerning the adminiftration of the

word for the care of foul, as concerning the miniftra*

tion of things political, and civil governance. And in

both thefe adminiftrations, they muft have fundry mi-

nifters under thm to fupply that which is appointed to

their feveral offices. The civil minifters, under the

King's Majefty, in this realm of England, be thofe

whom it (hali pleafe his Highnefs, for the time, to put
in authority under him ; as for example, the Lord

Chancellor, the Lord Treafurer", &c. The minifters

of God's word under his Majefty be the Bifhops, Par-

j Vicars, and fuch other Fiiefts as be appointed by
his
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!ALL Magiftracy within this kingdom ; and that

they ought, with grateful minds, to acknowledge
this favor derived from the King's liberality and

.indulgence ; and accordingly, they ought to ren-

der it up whenever the King thought fit to require
it of them. And among the particulars of eccle-

fiaflical power given them by this commifTion, is

that of ORDAINING Prefbyters ; and all this to

lad no longer than the King's pleafure".
* Even

in the days of Queen Elizabeth, when there was a

re-eftablifhment of Church- government, after the

fiery reign of Queen Mary, in the articles of reli-

gion agreed upon, the Englifh form of Church-

government was on,ly determined to be "
agreable

to God's word", which, as Bifhop Stillingflet.t fays,
" had been a very low and diminifhing expreffion,
had they looked on it as abiblutely prefer) bed in

fcripture, as the only neceflary form to be obferv-

ed in the Church". Nay, as this fame writer ob-

ferves, -f-
if we come lower to the time of King

B 2 James,

his Highnefs to that miniftration ; as for example, the

Bifhop of Canterbury, the Bifhop of Durefm, the

Bifhop of Winchefter, and the Paifon of Wynwick.
All the (aid officers and minifters, as well of the one

fort as the other, be appointed, afligned, and elected in.

every place by the laws and orders of Kings and

Princes". This fame Arch-Bi(hop, in anfwer to the

King's eleventh queftion, fays,
" A Bifhop may make

a Prieft by the fcripturevS, and fo may Princes and Go,-

vernors aifo, and that by the authority of God commit-
ted to them ; and the people nlfo by their election.

For as we read that Bifhops have done it, fo chriftian

Emperors and Princes ufuaily have done it. And the

people, before chriftian Princes were, commonly did

elecl: their Bifhops and Prieils
5

'. Irenicum pag. 391.

*
Rights of the chriftianChurch, pref. pag. 29. as cited by
the Diflent. Gentleman's anfwei to White, ps.g. 202j,

J- irenicum, pag.
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James, his Majefty himftlf declared it in print, as

his judgment,
" that the civil power, in any na-

tion, hath the right of prefcribing what external

form of Church-government it pleafes, which doth
rnoft agree to the civil form of government in the

THE plain truth is
5 this notion of the right of

JSifnops to govern and ordain, as being officers in

the Church, fuperior to Prefbyters by DIVINE
APPOINTMENT, was, as the excellent Mr, J. Ovyen

fays,
"

fir ft promoted in the Church of England
by Arch-Bifhop Laud. Dr. Holland, the King's

profeiTor in Oxon, was much offended with him
for affertinc? it in a difputation for his degrees.

: >J *. C->

He checked him publicly, and told him he went
about

$ So far from the beginning of the reformation as 17225,
the lower houfe of convocation addreiTed the upper,

Signifying their trouble to find themiVlves afperfed, as

ill affected to the Metrppolitical and Epifcopal rights^

Begging their Lord {hips would not give credit to any
fuch evil fuggeflions, as alfo that the declaration they
had made and ligned might be entered on their books.

The import of this declaration wa?,_
'* that whereas

they had been fcandaloufly rf prefented as favorers of

Prtfbytery, in oppontion to Epifcopacy, they now de=

chred, that they acknowledged the ORDER of Bifhops 9

as SUPERIOR to Prefbvters, to be of DIVINE APOSTO-
LICAL INSTITUTION".-

The fame day they prefented an additional addrefs 5 fig-

nifv'n^, that whereas this their declaration had given
NEW OFFENCE, and that from having been traduced
for allowing T.OO LITTLE to Epifccpacy, they were
now accufui of ASCRIDING Toa MUCH to it, they
becked therefore that their Lorc'ihips would take the

doclnne a! ore fa id into their mature con&deratiou,

's abridgment^ pag. 66j 3
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to make a divifion between the Englifh, and
other reformed Churches". *

. IT may have been the practice of the Church
of England, for fome time, as the Dr. obferves,
'*

to admit none to officiate as Clergymen, who
have not been ordained by Bifhops". But it was
not always fo. The point of re-ordination did not

begin to be urged, until the days of Arch-Bifhop
Laud. Through his inr)uence,as Mr.Prin tells us,f-

Bifhop Hall re-ardained Mr. John Dury, a mini-

Iter of the reformed Church, But.the old Church
of England did not require, or practife re-ordina-

tion. In King Edward the fixth's time. Peter

Martyr, Martin Bucer, and P. Fagius, had eccle-

fiaftical preferments in the eftablifhed Church with-

out it. | Mr. William Whitingham was made
Dean of Durham, about 1563 ; though ordained

by Prefbyters only. In like manner, Mr. Tra-

vers, ordained by a Prefbyter beyond fea, was fe-

ven years Lecturer at the Temple, and had theBi-

(hop of London's letter for it.
|| And, even in the

reign of King James the firft, the validity of ordi-

nation by Prefbyters was not fet afide ; as appears
from the cafe of the three Prefbyters that were
confecrated Bifhops for ScotJand 3 at London, f

THE
* Plea for fcripture ordination, pag. 115. f Owen's

plea for fcrip. ordination, pag, 117. J Ibid. p. 11$.
Ibid. p. 121.

||
Ibid. p. 122,

fl See the cafe related at large in Pierce's Vind. ofDifTent.

pag. 167. He likewife here tells us, when the Arch-

Bifhop of Spalato was in England, he defined Bifhop
Morton to re-ordain a perfon ordained beyond fea?
that he might be more capable of preferment. The
Bifhop wrote him in anfwer, that it could not be done
but to the fcandal of the reformed Churches^

_
would have no hand,
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THE Dr. having premifed, that rhe Church of

England holds the necefiity of Bifhops 10 govern
the Church, and confer orders, fays,

"
ii is not

necefla.y 10 enter upon a particular defence of this

doftrine, fince the plea", in the prefent undertak-

ing,
"

is equally valid, whether thefe principles

are founded rightly or wrongly". Why then did

he put himiclf to the trouble of exhibiting
" a

fketch of the arguments, whereby the neceffity of

Epifcopal goveinment is defended
93

? I know of

no valuable end this was adapted to aniwer. Ic

may have mcreafed the number of his pages ; but,

at the fame time, it has detained his readers from

attending to the main bufmeis in hand, and need-

tefly too, as I imagine ; ilnce he has given us only
a detail of arguments that have been repeated
over and over again, and as repeatedly been an-

fwered. However, he has made it proper, if not

necefTary, to poftpone the confideration of the*

grand point in view, until 1 alfo have given
"

a

fketch of the arguments" that have been ufed on
the other fide of the queftion.

HE fays,
"

it is an effemial doctrine of the

Church of England, that none have any authority
in the chriftian Church, but thole who derive it

from Chrift, either mediately or immediately". This
is not a doctrine peculiar to the Englifn Church.

Every other chriitian Church, of whatever deno-

mination, holds the fame. The Churches, in the

Colonies, are certainly of this opinion. But we
differ from the Dr. when he fays,

" that this au-
* *

thorny mult be derived, if mediately^ by a regular
fucceffion

3

', meaning hereby an uninterrupted one,
in a line of Bifhops, as an order fuperior to -Prefby*

ters, evert from the Apoilles : Nor can we be

brought
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*ta

brought to think, that the uninterruption of this

line of fucceffion is so NECESSARY, that,
tc

if it

be ONCE broken, and the power of ordination

[that is, the power in this way communicated] loft,

not all the men on earth, not all the angels of

heaven, without an immediate commiiTion from

Chrift, can reftore it". Is this the doctrine of the

Church of England ? I am bold to fay, no fuch

thing can be found in the thirty-nine articles, or

in the homilies, or in the form of ordination, or in

the common-prayer-book, or in any part of the

Church's fyftem in regard of the Clergy : Nor is

it eafily fuppofeable, that one in an hundred, even

of thofe who are thorow Epifcopalians, make this

the object of their faith. It is indeed fcarce cre-

dible, that any who have read the fcriptures, which

every where fo exprefly fecure the great bleflings

purchafed by Chrift to all that believe in him, re-

pent^ fincerely obey him,mould imagine notwith-

flanding, that all who have a right to thefe blefilngs

muft be alfo members of a particular Church, over

which an officer fuperior to Prefbyters prefides,

and in an uninterrupted fucceffion from the Apo-
flles , efpecially, when this pretended regular
fucceffion is fo far from being inconteftable, that

it is not capable of good proof, nor is there any

probability, that fo long a chain, running through
fo many ages of ignorance, violence, and all kinds

of impofture, has never once been broken. * To
make

* The reader may fee this matter fet in its proper light

by Bifhop Stillingfleet, in his Irenicum ; by FrofefTor

Jamefon, in his fundamentals of the Heirarchy exa-

mined ; and, above all, by Mr. Thomas Walter, one

of the firft gentlemen for genius and learning this

Country has produced, in his anfwer to a piece pub-
liflied
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make the very being of a Church, and all cove-

nant hopes of falvation to reft upon fo precarious
a foundation, is, in

1

reality of fenfc, to expofe
ihe Church and religion of Jefus Chrift to open
ridicule. It will allo follow from hence, that all

the public worfhip of the Coloniits, that are not

Epifcopalians, of all the diilenters'in England and

Ireland, of the Church of Scotland, and of all the

reformed proteftant Churches abroad, whofe mi-

nifters were ordained by
" the laying on of the

hands of the Prefbytery" only, is a vile aitronc

and abomination to Chrilt the head of his Church.

So very charitable is this doclfine of the Dr. Jn-

Itead of deferving a ferious confutation, it may
reafonably excite the contempt of all, who are ac-

quainted with the genius and fpirit of true chrifti-

anity. It will farther follow from this doclrine5

that, if the popifh Bifhops, at the reformation, had

ftuck to their old principles, and dlfcontinued the

fucceffion of the miniftry by refufmg to confecrate^

or to ordain, any but thole of their own commu-
nion, it had then been the duty of the Proteftant

laity

lifbed here in defence of Epifcopacy, upon the plan of

an uninterrupted fucceffion. Perhaps, the fubject was
never handled in a more mafterly and thorow manner.
No attempt has been made, by way of reply, though
he wrote forty years ago. Mr. Petoy the Hiflorian

fays, that the Church of England, as well as the Scotch

Church, was at firft planted and governed without

Bifhops, until Bifhops were fent them from Rome.
And there cannot be any good evidence produced, that

there were any Bifhcps in England, until Auftin the

Monk was fent from Rome. He was made Bifhop of

Canterbury, fays Hoffman, about the year of Chrifr,

596. It will, perhaps, be found difficult to make out

the fucceffion from him. No man alive can do it from

the Apoftles in an uninterrupted line,
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Jaity to " forfake the afTembling themfelves to-

gether"* and all fucceeding generations muft have

Been content without the public worfhip and or-

dinances of God, until a new comm'uTion was fent

down from heaven, giving power to fome new

apoftles to adminifter them, and to tranfmk again
the fame office to their fucceflbrs. The Dr. ac-

cording to his principles mull affirm all this ; and

yet, I believe, he will not beVery free openly and

explicitly to do it. But the word of this doctrine

of an uninterrupted fucceffion is dill behind ; for

it is derived through the BISHOPS OF ROME, who
for an hundred years together, as Baronius him-
felf acknowledges,

'

:

namely from the year nine

hundred, to the year one thoufand, were " monfters

for ignorance, luft, pride and luxury". I cannot

fo well exprefs myfelf here, as in the words of one
of the bed writers upon the fubject in controverfie 5

fays he, in one of his letters to Mr. White, +
" Thefe very orders, in which you glory, you
* c

acknowledge to have derived ONLY from the
" Church of ROME ; a Church^ which ydurfelves;
" in your homilies, confefs to be idolatrous and
"

antichriftian" \

" not only a HARLOT, as the
"

fcripture calleth her, but alfo a foul, filthy, old,
" withered HARLOT ; the fouleft and filtbiefl thac
cc was ever feen. And that, as it at prdent is,
* e and hath been for nine hundred years, it is fd
<s far from the nature of the TRUE CHURCH, thac
"

nothing can be more". Note, thefe homilies
"

every Clergyman publicly declares and fubfcribes
" with his hand, that they contain a godly and
"

wholfome doftrine^ fit to be read in Churches by
C " mini(lers"o

* A. D. 911. 5. 8. f DifTent. Gentleman'^
anfwer5 pag. 92, 93.
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" miniders. Now it is ONLY, Sir, from t\\\s filthy,
"

withered^ old HARLOT, that you derive by or-

dination yourfpirituql defcent. You confefsyour
felves born of her, as to ecclejiajlicalpedigree : And

" the font of this fouled and filthieft of harlots,
"
you acknowledge as brethren, by admitting their

" orders as regular and valid ; whereas thofe of
" the Proteftant Church you rtjedh If a Prieft^

ordained with all the fuperftitious and idolatrous

rites of this antichriftian and falfe Church, comes
over to the Church of England, you admit him
as a BROTHER duly ordained^ without obliging
him to pafs under that ceremony again : But
if a mimfter of the reformed Church joins himfelf

to you, you confide-r him as but a Layman^ an

unordained perfon, and oblige him to receive or-

ders according to your form. How, Sir, is it

poffible to account for this procedure ? Can that

Church^ which is NO TRUE CHURCH, impart
valid and true orders ? Can a filthy old harlot

produce any other than fcjpurwtts and corrupt
breed ? Will you reft the validity and regularity
of your miniftrations on your receiving the fa-
cerdotal charafter from the Bifhops and Popes of

the Romifh Church ? Many, if not mod, of

whom, were men of mod corrupt and infamous
ic lives ; men, who were fo far from being regular
* and valid MINISTERS in the Church of JESUS
cc CHRIST, that they were not fo

4
much as regular

or real MEMBERS of it at all \ and therefore

.lid not poffibly, duly or regularly^ OFFICIATE

; confequently, had no power to com-
,te or convey orders or offices in the CHRI-

STIAN Church. Whatever offices therefore they

?yed, are at bed doubtful and fufpicions ;

abiblutely null, irregular, and void. So
<c that

cc

cc

cc

cc

g(

cc

cc

cc

61
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?c that your own orders, if ftrictly examined, may
" minitter great doubt & dilquietude of mind"
I fhall only fay farther, upon this article of fuc-

ceflion, fuppofing it was true, which is by no
means allowed., that u

objectors could not prove
it has been interrupted'

3

, this is far from being
fufficient, in a matter of fuch ESSENTIAL impor-
tance, as the Dr. makes the fucceflion to be. Was
I in his way of thinking, I fhould not, I freely

own, dare officiate as an officer in the kingdom of

Chrift, unlefs 1 was able to fatisfie myitlf, upon
pofitive evidence, clear and indubitable, that the

Bifhop, from whom I had received orders, derived

his power to confer them on me in an uninter-

rupted line from the Apoftles : Nor fhould I be-

lieve, that the people of my charge acted a wife

and iafe part, unlels they alto, upon like evidence,
were fully convinced, that I had, in this way, re-

ceived my commiflion from Chrift. It is my firm

perfuafion, the Dr. would never again preach to

his people 3 or they be willing to hear him, if his

preaching, and their hearing, was to be confequent

upon the proof he could give, that the Bifliop, who
"ordained him, had in a direct line fucceeded fome
one of the Apoftles. I cannot therefore but e-

fteem it highly rafh and extravagant in him to fay,

that, if the iiiccefiion could be proved, to have

been broken,
" Chrift has neglected to provide

for his Church in a cafe efTential t the very being
irfit",

WE again agree with the Dr. when he fays*

that the Apoftles underftood the laws ofChrift

that they were conducted by the Spirit ofGod-
" that they have given explicit and particular rules

^ for the government of the Church that the

C z ?
"

ce

C(
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"
public practice of the Apoftles is a faithful and

plain comment on the laws of Chrift, and of

equal authority with any written inftru&ions
* l that our blefTed Saviour committed the govern-
4C ment of his Church to them that this govern-
* c ment was exerciied by them and that they con-
*'

veyed it to others, to be communicated to others
6

ftill to the lateit poikrity". Thus far we are

perfectly agreed -,
but we muft now part again.

We cannot fay with the Dr. ^ that thcle lucceiTors

were an order diftindt from, and fuperior to, thoic

who are now called Prefbyters \ arid that none
who were not of this higheft order had the power
of ordination & government committed to them 5

".

He has not ieen fie to give us here the evidence

upon which this point may be eflablimed, lean: it

ihould '* lead him too far from his prefent de-

lign'
3

. It might therefore be fuffieient to fay, it

cannot reaionably be expected we fhould be bro'c

to be of his mind, until we have feen this proof,
and are convinced by it. However, I thall noc

think it a going out of my way, juft to remark
one thing, which is unaccountably ftrange, if Bi-

iliops are, by apotlolic appointment, an crdtr of

officers in the Church dilli'nit from, arc! fuperior

*p, Prtfbyters. It is this. The Apoftles have noc

any where given inflrucTions, dcfcripiivc of the

perfons fit for the work of the miriiftry, that are

sit ail adapted to the fuppofmon of a DIFFERENCE
OF ORDER in the paitoral office. Had there been

fuch, a difference^, different qualifications would
jnave been requifue to the finable difcharge of the

different trufts arifmg therefrom , and it might

juftly have been expecled, that they would have

diitinguifliecl between the qualifications refpeclive-

oroper for she management of each- of thefc.

trulls^
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trufts. But they no where thus diftinguifh. They
no where intimate', that fuch different endowments
were neceffary. Far from this, they have ipecificd

the qualifications of ONE ORDER of pallors only ;

as may be feen at large in the Epiftles to Timothy
and Titus. And, what may be worthy of fpecial

notice, they have been very particular in deicrib-

ing the qualifications of this ONE ORDER, while

they are totally filent with refpect to the other that

is pleaded for, though that other is laid to be by
much the mod honorable and important of the

two. In like manner, they have no where laid

down any rules for the guidance of ordainers in

veiling ordinary minifters with different degrees
of power. They no where ipeak of the inftitution

of two diftinc~l orders of (landing paftors ; they
no where give inftrudlions to exercife the or-

daining right conformably to this diftinction, by

placing fome in an higher, others in a lower rank

in the Church. The facred writings of the Apo-
ftles fay nothing to fuch a purpoie as this : On
the contrary, they prefent to our view a very full

and explicit directory for the ordination of ONE
ORDER ONLY of fixed pallors. This we have in

the Pauline inftruftions, referring to the fettle-

ment of theChurches in Crete. The greatApotlie.
of the Gentiles gives it in charge to Titus, whom
he left in this liland with a dire6t view to "

let in

order the things that were wanting", to or-

dain paftors in the feveral Churches there. But

what paftors were they ? Of a different rank, fome

fuperior, others inferior ? Not a word leading to

fuch a thought is to be found throughout his whole

Epiftle. No j but the paftors he directs fhould

be
1

ordained were precifely of the fame rank or de-

gree : Nor did Titus ordain any other. He could

noc
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not indeed have done it, unlefs he had acted coun-

ter to the direction he had received from the in-

fpired Paul. Should it be laid here, Titus was

himfelf, at this time, the fole Bifhop of Crete, and

as iuch intruded with the fole power of ordaining
inferior padors \ the anfwer is, this cannot be lup-

ported upon jyd and folid grounds. It is a meer

pretence, as we have often had occafion to make

very clearly evident.

THE Dr. now proceeds to confiderthe evidence s

in favor of Epifcopacy, in his fenfe of it,
" from

the general date of the primitive Church". If5

when he fays,
"

it is a known fact, that all the
cc Churches that were gathered, during the Jirfl
"

Century, by the Apodles, or their Mi(Tionaries
9

" were under the direction of fome one or other of
cc

that venerable order
-,

that men of the mod e-
64 minent piety, who had been honored with their
"

acquaintance, were appointed by them to fuper-
" intend Churches in certain diftricts, fome of
" whom were chofen to fucceed them in thofe

Churches which they had always kept under

their own immediate infpection
5 '

j 1 fay, if by
this fact he means, that the perfons appointed by
the Apodles in their day, or chofen afterwards,
-within this Century, to lucceed them in fuper-

intending the Churches, were officers of a fuperior
order to thofe, who are called, in the New-tefta-

ment, fometimes Bimops, fomeiimes Prtfbyters,

meaning by thefe names one and the fame order

of men, he fhould have given better proof of it,

than a bare declaration, that "
nothing but grcfs

prejudice, or a wrangling and captious difppfition,
to. fay nothing worle, could lead any to fufpect or

aflert" the contrary. He is much midaken, if he

imagines^

CC

cc
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imagines, that prejudice, or wrangling captioufnefs,

or any thing worie, is confined to Prefbyterians*

The (ticklers for Prelacy are as much, not to fay

a great deal more, under the influence of thefe

facal hindrances to the reception of " the truth in

the love of it". All he has faid here in favor of

Epifcopacy, in the fenfe he underftands it, refls

folely upon his meer affirmation.

HE goes on,
"

if we confider the general cha-

racter of Chriflians, and the Hate of the Church,
in thefecond and third Centuries, we fhall not find

it eafie to believe, that there could have been any
efTential departure from the original plan of difci-

pline and government committed to the Church".

There certainly was not. The ftate of things was

not much varied from this plan, within thcfecond

Century. Bifhops were not as yet known, as an

order in the Church diftinct from, and fnperior to*

Prefbyters. The promifcuous ufe of the terms

Bifhop and Prefbyter was dill in ufe ; nor is that

mode of diction, BISHOPS, PRESBYTERS AND

DEACONS, to be met with in any writer before

Clement of Alexandria, who did not flounm until

the latter end of thisfecond Century, unlefs we ex-

cept Ignatius,
* in whole corrupted and interpo-

lated

* The Dr. in a marginal note, pag. 8, 9. is pleafed to

offer a few words in favor of the Ignatian Epiftles^ in

oppofition to Dr. Chauncy's DUDLEIAN Lecture at the

College in Cambridge ; in which he endeavoured to

invalidate their teftimony. Says Dr. Chandler, " he.

undoubtedly knows that he has been able to offer no-

thing new on fo exhaufted a fubjecY*. He did not aim

at this ; though he may have added fome new thoughts,
at leaft the old ones are placed in a new light. It fol-

lows,
< 6 and others know, that he has faid nothing a-

gainft
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Jated Epiftles, this manner of fpeaking is com-
mon. If, when tht Dr. fpeaks of the "

writings
of the fathers that are dill extant, their apologies,

private

gainft the authenticity of tbefe Epiftles, but what has,
Ion? ago, been fairly and fully confuted". This is ait

esfis way to arifwer any thing. He would have done
himfelf much more honor, as a man of learning, if, in

a way of folid argument, he had himfelf taken off the

force of what had been objected againft the authenticity
of thefe Epiftles. The author of the DUDLEIAN dif-

courfe thought it below him to reject the Ignatian E-

piftlei
as corrupt, and not to be depended on, becaufe

great and learned men knew this to be the real truth ;

but he was at the pains, in a courfe of juft reafoning,
to evince it to be fo. Meer affirmations, in controverted

points, however fanguinely delivered, are meer no-

things, and accounted fo by all capable judges.
He fays farther,

tc
although the advocates for Epifcopacy

fee no neccffity for giving up the teftimony of Ignatius,
it is not from an opinion that their caufe would labor

tinder any great diftrefs without that fupport". We
are not very ftrongly inclined to give full credit to what
is here delivered. Ignatius is the only writer, until

towards the clofe of the fecond Century, that is of any
fervice to the Epifcopal caufe. Prelatical writers know
it, and accordingly repair to his Epiftles as their Sheet-

anchor ; and they did fo, with as much zeal and aiTu-

ranee as they do now, when they had no copies of thefe

Epiftles, but fuch as, at this day, are acknowledged by
Epifcopalians themfelves to have been fo corrupted and.

interpolated, as not to be capable of a juft vindication c

If they had thought their caufe " would not have la-

bored under diftrefs" without thefe Epiflles, they would
not have been at fuch immenfe pains to purge them,
and fupport their authority for their proper ufe.

The Dr. exclaims,
" hard is the fate of ancient writers !

" For, if they do not countenance modern opinions,
" the authority of their writings will be difputed. And
ct whe-n an obftinate oppofition is once undertaken s

" whether from intereft, or fpleen and malignity, no
** ancient
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private epiftles, the regulations and decrees

councils, and the report of ecclefialrjcal hiftorians,

as exhibiting evidence of irrefutable force, i-ri favor

'of Epifcopaty , I fay, if he means, by thefe an-

cient records, fuch as are to be met with in the

TWO FIRST GenturieSj he is grofly miftaken while

D he
< ancient authors are fo iecurf, not even thofe of fome
ct of the holy Bible, but that fuch adventurers may be
" able to do fome injury to their reputation and autho-
"

rity". Had not the Dr. been himfelf moft evidently
under the prevailing influence of Intereft, or Malignity,
or both, or fomething worfe, when he wrote this, it

would not have had a place here. He knows, or might
have known, if he had read even Epifcopal writers, and
thefe only, that KNAVISH FORGERIES were common,
even in thofe times that are called primitive. Scarce

one of the Apoftles, or firft Chriftian fathers, have e

fcaped being perfonated by fome wretched impoftor, in

fome work or other fent into the world under their

name. Even Jefus Chrift himfelf has been thus bafely
ufed. One muft be quite unacquainted With the

ancient writings not to know this. Nay, it is the

truth of fa6t, and acknowledged to be fo, not only by
Epifcopalians, but even Roman-Catholic-Writers, that

IGNATIUS in particular has been moft fraudulently
dealt with, no lefs than EIGHT of the fifteen Epiftles
that bear his name being FORGERIES ; yea, it is facl:

likewife, and owned to be fo, that the OTHER SEVEN,
before the editions of Ufher and Volnus, had been so

CORRUPTED by fome knavifh interpolator, that they

ought not to be received as his genuine works. Their

great advocate and defender, Bifhop Pearfon, exprefly
declines the vindication of them, in their old editions,

notwithstanding the care and pains of Vedelius to purge
them. Had the Dr. attended to thefe indubitable facls,

he would not have made the above bitter complaint ;

much lefs would he have inferted his narrative from
Father Hardouin^ which is as much to the purpofe, as

if he had told the ftory of a cock, and a bull, and three

ram-chickens, with which the children are fometimeS

diverted ,
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he thinks, that they will be of any fervice to thePre-

latical caufe. Ignatius exceptcd, whofe Epiftles

have been proved, in the DUDLEIAN-DISCOURSE,
to have been fo corrupted as to be unworthy of

notice, none of the primitive writers, within this

period, fpeak of the government of the Church,
as committed to Bimops, in the fenfe here con-

tended for. If Epifcopalians are pleafed to affirm

the contrary, let it be remembered, the onus pro-

vandi lies with them ; and if they can, let them

give us good evidence, that any of thefe wtiters

fay, that Bimops are an order in the Church fupe--

rior to Prefbyters ; that ordination was the pecu-
liar work of Bifhops, in diftinclion from Prefby-
ters ; that Epifcopal government was that by
\vhicii the Church was governed ; and that this

form of government was inftituted by Chrift, or

his Apoftles. Until they do this, which we know
it is not in their power to do, we fhall continue of

the mind, that no more can be collected from the

fathers, within this period, than from the fcnp-
tures themfelves, to give countenance toEpifcopa-

cy, in the view in which we oppofe it.

IF, by the writings of the fathers referred to,

the Dr. means the fathers AFTER the fecond Cen-

tury, and downwards, we don't think any teili-

monies from them will be much to the purpofe ;

as it is well known to all, who know anv thins of
j O

antiquity, that we are NOW got into thofe times,
in which there was a deviation from the purity and

fimplicity of the gofpel, in many ether things be-
fides this of the government of the Church. We
are free to acknowledge, that, in the third Century,
there began to appear a departure from the origi-
nal plan of government in the Church. Bimops

were
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were now diftinguifhed from Prefbyrers , though,

to afcertaln the precife idea meant by this diftindi-

pn, will, i believe, be found, upon tryal, to

exceeding difficult. It is indubitably clear, that

the Church was governed, AS YET, by Prefbyrers

as well as Bithops : Nor does it appear, that a

B (hop was NOW any thing more than the head of

a SINGLE flock or congregation, :he

which were managed, not by the B ;

fncp ALONE,

as though all power was vetted in him ; bui by its

P.-ribyrers alfo, united in one common cou

This 'is plainly
vifible thro' the whole of Cyprian's

writings. Nay, that wonder of learning, ProfdTof

Tamefon, is very pofuive
in it, that, in the opinion

of Cyprian himfelf, Bifhops were no otherwiie

perior to PrefDyters, than Peter was to the other

Apoftles, the FIRST, the HEAD, of one and the

fame order in theChurch.
*

But, whatever the di-

ftinftion was,that might take place, in timc 5
betweeri

Bifhops and Prefbyters, it was undoubtedly imal

in its beginnings.

'

The Bimop was, at firft, only

PRIMUS -INTER P AR Es, the Head-Prefcy ter, the

prates cf the confutory ,
and it was gradually

aqd imperceptibly
that he attained to that dignity

?nd power, with which he was afterwards vetted.

It dli n^t come into event at once,

the work of time, and a long time too From

Prime-Prelbyrers arofe BVIhops -, fromCity-Buhops,

Bifliops whofe power extended to the neighbour-

in- Country-Churches , and, when chriibanity

had pot the fecular arm on its fide, and corrup'

had Tncreafed (herewith, as it haftil- did to am*

(Irous hfic/hr, we now hear of Diocefan Bilhop:

from thefe arofe Metropolitans , from M [

tans, Patriarchs -,
and finally,

at the top of

D 2 highnefs^

* See his Cypriaruis icctimus. chap.
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holinefs, the POPE, claiming the character of uni-

verfal Head of the Church. This date of things
came on infenfibly, itep by ftep, and not all ac

once. It began, in a degree, even in the Apoilles

days, difcovering itfelf in the pride cf Diotrephes,
who <c defired the preheminence" ; and it went
on increafing, until the rife of that amazing power,,
which for fo many Centuries, has opprefTed, and

deUrpyedj the faints of the mod high God.

THIS will reafonably and fully account for " a

departure from the original plan of government",
without its making at fir ft, or in its gradual ad-

vances for a while,
"
any violent ftraggks and

convultions". According to the prophetic decla-

ration of the Apoilk Paul, it was to come on
MYSTERIOUSLY , and fo it did in fact, and infen-

fibly too, until the powers of this world could be

called in o the aid of afpiring grafpiog Clergy-
men 5 and then there was bultk, iiruggiing, and
noife enough : For, from this time, we read of
little elfe, inEcclefiaftical hiftory, but the fquabbl.es
of fome of the Clergy, and their artful, and fome-

time.3 perfidious, managements to enrich and ag-

grandize themielves, to the deprellion of others ;

until, at length, he that is called THE SON O

PERDITION became the MAN p? UN grown up
10 his fullnefs of flat u re,

THE Dr. has introduced that truly great rran s

Mr.Chillingworth, faying,
". when I (hail fee all the

"
fables in ihe Metamcrphofis acted, and prove

(<
tiue fwOrLes ; when I fhail lee all the Democracies

V and Atlftocrafies in the world lie down and fleep,
(t and awake ino Monarchies

5,
then will I begin

4< to believe, that Prefbyterian government, hav-
^

ing continued in the Church, duzine the Apo-
a nS*'

itles
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"
ftles times, mould prefently after (againft the

*'
Apoftles doctrine and the will of Chrift) be

*t whirled about like a fcene in a Mafque, and traf-
*' formed into Epifcopacy". 1 alfo fhall infert a

few paflages from this celebrated writer, leaving
it with the Public to judge, whofe quotations, the

Dr's or mine, reflect rnoft honor on him, and are

the ftrongeft illuftiation of his real greatnefs.

Says he,
<c
By the religion of Proteftants, I do

not underftand the doctrine of Luther, or

Calvin, or Mtlancton ; nor the confefiion of Au-
gufta, or Geneva ; nor the catechifm of Heidel-

burg -,
nor the articles of the Church of England ;

no, nor the harmony of the Proteftant confeffions :

But that in which they all agree, and which they
all fubfcribe with a greater harmony, as a perfect
rule of their faith and actions

*,
that is, the BIBLE.

The Bible, I fay, the Bible ONLY is the religion
of Proteftants. I, for my part, after a long, and

(as I verily believe and hope) impartial fearch of

the true way to eternal happinefs, do profefs plain-

ly, that I cannot find any reft for the fole of my
foot, but upon THIS ROCK ONLY. I fee plainly*
and with my own eyes, that there are Popes a-

gainft Popes, Councils againft Councils, forne Fa-
thers againft others, the fame Fathers againft ihem-

felves, a confent of Fathers of one age againft a con-.

fent of Fathers of another age, the Church of one

age againft iheChurch ofanother age. In a word,
there is nofufficient certainty but of fcripture only,
for any confidering man to. build upon. THIS
therefore, and this ONLY, I have reafon to believe ;

this I will profefs ; according to this I will live ;

and for this, if there be occafiori, 1 will not only
willingly, but even gladly lofe my life ; though f

fcouid be lorry thai Chriftians fhould take it from
me.
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me. Propofe me any thing out of this book, and

require whether I believe it, or no ; and ieem it

never no incomprehenfible to human reafon, 1 will

fubfcribe it with hand, and heart ; as knowing,
no demonftration can be ilronger than this, God
has faid fo, therefore it is true".

*
It is itrange

that one, who could make fo good a judgment of
the ancient Fathers, and give his fcntiment> con-

cerning them with fuch exacl truth, and found

reafon, mould afterwards write in the manner he

is here reprefemed to have done in relation to E-

pifcopacy. It is certain, he was wrought upon,
by the famous Jefuit, who went under the name
of John Fifher, to forfake the communion of ihe

Church of England, and to embrace the Romifh

religion, and to do it with an incredible fatisfadion

of mind. Perhaps, the bed way to account for

the extravagant mode of language in which he
writes of Epifcopacy, is to iuppoie, that he was
under fome undue influence from thofe arguments
which had induced him to profefs himfelf a Roman-
Catholic. And there may be the more reafon to

fuipect this, as, after his converfion from Popery,
it appears, from a letter of his toDr. Sheldon,

"
diat

he had Icruples about leaving the Church of Rome,
and returning to the Church of England" ; whichO

,
O '

icruples he freely declared to his friends, f 1 fiiall

only add here, much greater men, than Mr. Chil-

lingworch, for knowledge in Antiquity, if not for

reaibning powers, and in the communion of the

Church of England too, not to lay any thing of

others,

*
Religion pf Proteftants, a fafe way to falvation, chap.
6. fe&. 56.

f Bayle's Critic. Diet, in the edition that contains the

Jives never before pubiifhed, under the name3 Chilling-*
worth.
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others, quite differ from him upon the'head of Epif-

copacy, and as urged hereto from their intimate

acquaintance with the writings of the fathers, as

well as the facred fcriptares. That great Anti-

quary, the learned Arch-Bifhop Ufher, in a letter

to Dr. Bernard, fays,
"

I have ever declared my
opinion to be, that "

Epifcopus et Prefbyter, gradu
tantum differunr, non ordine" ; that is, Bifhop
and Prefbyter DIFFER ONLY IN DEGREE, not in

ORDER. And, in the clofe of this letter, he adds,
" for the teitifying my communion with thefe

Churches, [the reformed ones in France and Hol-

land] which I do love and honor as true members
of the Church univerfal, I do profefs, that, with

like affection, I mould receive the bleffed facra-

ment at the hands of the Dutch minifters, if I was
in Holland ; as I mould do at the hands ofFrench

minifters, if 1 were in Cbarentone. * The cele-

brated Bifhop Burnet fays,
"

i the more willingly
incline to believe Bifhops and Prefbyters to be

SEVERAL DEGREES OF THE SAME OFFICE
',

flttCC

the names of Bifhops and Prefbyters are ufed for

the fame thing in fcripture, and are alfo ufed pro-

mifcuoufly by the writings of the two firft Centu-

ries", -f I mall only mention farther the learned

Dr. Stillingfleet, who was as well verfed in the fa-

thers as any man, in his day, or fince. His words

are thefe, j
"

I believe, upon the ftridteft inquiry,
Medina's judgment will prove true, that Jerom,
Auftin, Ambrofe, Sedulius, Primafius, Chryfoftom,
Theodoret, Theophylacl:, were all of Aerius's judg-
ment as to the IDENTITY of both name and order

of Bifhops and Prefbyters in the primitive Church".

And

* The judgment of the late Arch-Bifhop of Armagh, on
feveral points, by R. Bernard, D. D. pag. 125, 126.

1 Vind. of the Church of Scotland. J Iren, pag. 276.
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And again, a little onwards,
c '

I do as yet defpaii:

of finding any one fmgle teftimony in all Anti-

quity, which doth in plain terms afiVrt Epifcopacy,
as it was fettled by the practice of the primitive
Church in the ages following the Apoftles, to be

Of UNALTERABLE DlVINE RIGHT".

THE two proportions, from which the confe-

quences are drawn which finifh this Section, arc

both utterly denied ; and^ upon what has been

offered, we may fairly and juiily*fay in direct con-

tradiction to them o

THAT Epifcopal government was not at

much lefs univerfally, received in the Church
PRESENTLY AFTER the Apoftles times.

THERE is therefore no room for the fuppofition
of an alteration in this Government PRESENTLY
AFTER thefe times ; and, in fact, there Was no
fuch SPEEDY alteration.

EPISCOPACY therefore was not fo ancient as is

pretended, nor is there any need, or reafon, to

fuppofe, or fay, it was apcilolic.

ANSWER



A N S W E R to SECTION II. which fays,
" The

Powers peculiar to the Epifcopal Office are

Government, Ordination, and Cwji

THE
Dr's bufinefs here is to explain, and efta-

b!im
5
the proper fuperiority of Bifhops to

Prcfbyters. In order to this, he previoufly endea-*

vours to feparate, what he calls, the APPENDAGES
to the Epifcopal office, from the powers that eilen-

cially belong to it. And here he fays,
"
every one

knows, that the office of a Clergyman is the fame
whether he is poiTefTed of a Fortune^ or is without:

one i whether he has a large Parifh, or a fmali

one". And io
" with regard to place 3 he who has

a fmall Diocefs has the fame Epifcopal power* as

he who has a large one j and it matters not, as to

the validity of the aft, whether it be performed by
the Bifhop of Man, or the Arch-Bifhop of Canter-

bury". The queftion is not, whether thefe and
fbch like APPENDAGES to the Epifcdpal-dffice will

be deftructive of the powers, which, by the infti-

tution of Chrift, efTentially belong to it ; but whe-
ther they do not unfit the perfons vefled with ic

for the proper difcharge of the duties of it ? In-

fbmuch, that it would be highly unreafohable to

add fuch Appendages to the office, and as much
fo to expeft, if they are added, chat chriftian pro-
fcflbrs ihould not complain of it as an intolerable

E grievance^
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grievance.^ If it
" matters not, as to the validity

of the 2 ft", whether a Bifnop has a fingle congre-

gation for his charge, or feveral hundred, it cer-

tainly does as to his capacity to fcrve the great
ends of his office. I fuppoie the Dr. would net fay,

it would deftroy the "
validity"

1

of a Bifhop's aft,

was he an univerfal one, as the POPE is ; but there

are few, I believe, but would think it
" mattered

i
-*

,

f

much", whether there was fuch a Bifhop, or not.

And the clothing Bifhops with worldly dignity and

power 3 and placing them at the head of large Di-

octflcs, is s in proportion, the fame incongruity ;

and, indead of ferving the true fpiritual interefl of

the Church of Chrift, has been greatly detrimental

to it in all ages, from Conftantfne to this day ;

and, 1 am perfuaded, will ever be fo.
> .

THE Br. now conies to the confederation of
*' c thofe po-wers that are peculiar to Bifhops, and

v/ithout which they would cqafe to be Bifhops" ^

and thefe, he iayr,
fcC will be found to be r he powers

o governmenti ordination, ai;d ccnfirmAtion" .

E begins v/Jr'i the fc
power or rioht of sovern-

*~> S3 -J

menjL*', in flip-port:
of which he has offered three

thing:.

E i% that "thin r'^ht h nccefTarily included

in the fuperiprity of their office". FJe does not

here, as might have been c; peeled, in fo impor-
tant a matter, go into the confederation of the na-

ture of this office, proving herefrorn its iup^riority,
:n the fenfe he affixes to this word. By the go-

verning power he would make ciTential to the

Epifcopal office, he means a monarchical power,
fuch an one as may be exercifed without fubordi-



The Appeal to the Public anfwered. 35-

nate officers, yea, in oppofition to them. Bur,

furely, fuch a power as this is not "
ntceffarily in-

cluded" in meer fuperiority of office. This fu-

periority there may be, and this there has "been,

and now is, in many focieiks, where the power of

the higheft office, among fubordinace ones, is ncu

the power of an abiolute Monarch, which knows

no check but his own fovereign pleafure. No-

thing therefore is yet faid 3 that has the appearance

or folid argument.

ANOTHER thing is,
ec that this power was con-

veyed from the Apoilles to their fuccefibrs, the

Bifhops , that it was exercifed by Timothy, THUS,
and others 5 and that it has, through all ages ^of
the Church, been tranfmitted down, and maintain-

ed by the Epifcopal order". So the Dr. fays, with-

out adding one word by way of proof. It is very

extraordinary, when he undertook to fupport the

fuperiority of Bifhops in point ofgovernment, and

as abfolute Monarchs toq, that he fnould do it in

a dictatorial manner only ; as though his affirma-

tion would be efteemed good evidence in the cafe-

We mult have a much better argument to con-

vince us, that the exorbitant power he claims for

Bifnops really belongs to them, than barely his

laying, that it was"'' conveyed to them by the

Apoftles, and has been e^erc'iied by them ever

THE laft thing is, the Epiftles to the fevea

Churches of the Lydian-AGa ; which, fays he,
fcC are a proof, that the government of the Chur-

ches, refpedlively, was lodged in the hands of fin-

gle perfons, who are called Argels, by which. was

-meant and intended, according to the voice

E 2
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pf united antiquity, Bifhops in the appropriated
fenfe". Here again he rcih this effential affair of
the government of Bifliops upon meer affirmation

ft

though he could not but know, that it has been

proved, at lead in the opinion of Non-Epifcopali-
ins, an hundred times, that thefe "

Argels
53
were

not Bilhops
"

in his appropriated fenie". This
is all, however ft range it may appear to the reader,

that the Dr. has been pleafed to lay in defence of

thatfnper-intending, ablblutely monarchical powc-r
he efTcntially connects with the Epifcopal office.

If nothing more can be offered in proof of this

claim, it is, without all cloubr, an unjuftifiablecne ^

and we may juftly look upon-fuch power, where-
ever exercifed, as a real usurpation ; efpecSally, if

the two following paffages of Icripture, among
many others that might be mentioned, are attend-

ed to, rhe firft is in the Ac~Ls of the Apoftles,

chap. '20.' ij.
"- And from Miletus, he [Paul] fenc

to Ephefos, and called the Elders [Prtfouterous,
the Prtfbyters] of the Church". It follows, ver
^ 8.

^ Take heed to your felves, and to all rhe fiock,

ove? wl die holy Ghoft hath made you over-
*.

eers [:Epifco'pou,s Bifliops] to feed [Foimainein]
the,Church of God". Two things are here ob-

vioufiy dtfcernable. Cne is, that, in the opinion
of the apOitlePaul, Prtfbyr.ers and Bifliops ase one
and the fame officers in the Church ; for he pro-

mifcuoufly makes ufe of thefe names, in the fame

courfe, to point out precifely the fame perfons.
I he other is, that the weak proper to Prefbyters
^ that of ct

feeding the Hock of God"' $ an allu-

^ on to the bufmefs of Shepherds, which efTentially
deludes in k the infpection and government of
the Sheep committed to their care. 41 To feed",

'jirnainein} is pfcen ufed to Cgnifie the
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duty of the Governor of a family, and of thofe

Governors alfo who are at the head of Kingdoms.
In Revel. 2. 27. it is faid of Chrift, in his character

as "Lord of all", that Poimanei autous,
" he fhali

rule them [the nations] with a rod of Iron". The
other text of facred writ is that in Peter's firft

EpiftSe, Ath chap, firfl and fecond verfes,
" The

Elders [Prefbuterous] wh>ch are among you I ex-

hort, who am alfo an Elder , feed [Poimanate]
the Church of God, which is among you, taking
the overfight thereof", Epifcopountes, acting the

part of Bidiops towards them. It is plain, from
this paffage, that the work of inftructing and go-

verning the Church of God properly belongs to

Prefbyters : Nor could it well have been more

plainly and fully expreffed ; for they are not only-

exhorted, by an infpired Pen, to "> feed the Church
of God" ; but to do it, Epifcopountes, acting in

the character, and performing the proper work of

Bifliops -,
which furely includes government, as

well as inflruction. It governing authority is nor,

in thefe texts, committed to Prefbyters, and by

apodolic iriftitution too, there are no words in

which it can be done. Let the Dr. produce only
a fingle pafifage, any where in the New teftament,

that mentions Bifhops, in his appropriated fenfe,

sind entrufls them with the affair of Church-

Government, and we will then acknowledge he

has done fomething to good purpofe ^ which we
not think he has dons as yet.

ANOTHER power belonging to Bifhops, fays the

Dr, is
" ordination ; which has always been confi-

dered by the friends of Epifcopacy, as PECULIAR

to Bifliops, and UNALTERABLE from their office".

fie does not here fpeak the tnuh of &ft, even

fmce
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fince the fettlement of Epifcopacy irr England,
after the reformation. The firil reformers, and

hundreds of others, all along from their day, of

high dignity in the Church, and the belt character

for piety and learning, have been of our mind as

to the Identity of Bifhops and Prefbyters, and that

ordination was appropriated to Bifhops by human
conftitution only.

THE Dr. goes on,
" with regard to the power

of ordination, none, that have labored in the caufe.,

have been able to fliew from fcripuire a fingle in-

fUnce, wherein this power has been exerciled by

Prefbyters only". He fhould have added, in his

opinion , for, in the opinion of judges far more
learned in the fcriptures, and all other wr tings,

than he cr I can modeftly pretend to be, inflances

of this power of Prefbyters have been produced,
and fuch asEpifcopalians have never yet been able to

fee afide. He fubjoins, in the immediately follow-

ing words,
4C but there are many inilances in which,

thofe who are rnanifcflly fuperior to Prtfbyiers are

found to have ufed it". Let hinrgive us, from
the fcripture, if he can, a fingle initance of ordi-

nation by any ORDINARY FIXED c.fHeej' in the

Church, that was of an higher order than that oro

Prefbyters. It is certain, though we have exam-

ples, in fcripture, of ordination by extraordinary
and ordinary officers, by Apoilies, by Evangelifts,

by Teachers, cr common Paftors or Prefbyters -,

yet, we no where read, throughout the New-tefta-

ment, of fo much as one ordination by any perfon,
under the name or flile of a Biihop. if what I fay
does not confift with exacl truth, the mi-flake may
be eafily fhewn ^ as the iacred books aie open to

every one's view,

T
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THE Dr. proceeds,
"

as to the cafe of Timothy,
whom St. Paul exhorts, in his firft Epiftle to him,
" not to neglect the gift which was given him by

prophecy, with the laying on of the hands of the

Prefbytery", it will not anfwer the purpofe". And
why ? Becaufe ic

in his fecond Epiftle to him, he

exprefty afferts, that this fame gift was imparted
to him" by the laying on of his own hands". But
how does ,the Dr. know, that the apoftle Paul is

fpeaking of one and the fame gift, in both thefe

texts r He mould have given us fome proof of

his knowledge, as to this point j for it is far front

being certain, that the fame gift is fpoken of in thefe

different Epiftles, wrote at different times. Some
of the bed writers think it moft probable,that diffe-

rent gifts are meant in thefe paftages. But fhould

it be fuppofed, not granted, that the fame gift

is fpoken of in both texts, and that this gift was
the power communicated by ordination, how does

h appear, that it was given by
" the laying on of

Paul's hands" only, and not by
" the hands of the

Prefbytery" as truly ? It is as pofitively faid, in

the firft Epiftle, that it was given
4C with the lay-

ing on of the hands of the Prefbytery", as it is, in

the fecond, that it was "
by the laying on of Paul's

hands". What then ? Says the Dr. " obferve the

difference between BY and WITH. Timothy re-

ceived this gift
" BY the impofition of St. Paul's

hands", as being effectual to convey it ; but it

was only "WITH the impofition of the hands of

the Prefbytery", which implies not any power in

them, but their concurrence only". Notably faid t

An irrefragable argument truly ! The diftinction

the Dr. here makes between the juft import of the

prepofitions, meta, and dia, is altogether ground-
kfs, and could be contrived for no other reafon

than
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than to ferve a prefent turn. Theie prepofitionS

are commonly uled, in the New-ttftament, as

carrying in them the fame force. An obfervable

inftance of this we have in the i5th chap, of the

Ads. In the 4th ver. it is faici of Paul and

Barnabas, that
cfc

they declared all things God
had done [meta] with them". In the i2th ver.,

the fame thought is thus exprefied, they
cc declared

what miracles and wonders God had wrought a-

mong the Gentiles [dia] by them". The prepo-
fition, meta, in the ^th ver. has exa-flly the fame

force with the prepofition dia in the izth ver. and

might, with equal propriety, have been rendered

])y^ as it is in the 12th ver. Ah inftrumemal effi-

ciency is the thing meant in both places. Many
more inftances might be brought of the like ufe of

thefe prepofitions, but that it would take up more
room than can 'be here fpared. The Dr's fug-

getting, that holy orders were conveyed to Timo-

thy, folely by Paul's hands, in virtue of the force

of the prepofition dia ^ while, in virtue of the force

of the word meed, >//&, nothing more is imported,

by the impofition of the hands of the Prefbytery^
than their concurring with, or approbating the

apoftle Paul's aft, which wholly communicated the

power, is nothing better than an arbitrary inven-

tion to fupport a finking caufe. In this view of

the matter, any private members of the Church

might have "'
laid on hands" in Timothy's ordi-

nation, with as much pertinency as it's Prefbyters.
It cannot, with the lead fhadow of reafon, be fup-

pofed, that an infpired Apoftle would have called

in a number of Prefbyters to join with him in the

facred folemnity of " impofmg hands", if they had
not a right, as officers in the Church of Chrift, to

perform this adtion , and their performing it is a
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lure argument of their right to do the thing in*

tended by it, that is, feparate a perfon to the

work of the Gofpel-miniftry : As they that have
a right to apply water in the name of the Father,
and the Son, and the holy Ghod, have a right to

bapcife ; and they that have a right to fet aparc
bread and wine, and diftribute it to the people^
have a right to adrninifter the Lord's fuppen,

I CANNOT help obferving here, if it had beeii

in the Dr's power to have turned us to a text of

fcripture, in which it is declared, that the minifte-

rial gifc was given
" WITH [meta] the laying on

of the hands of the EPISCOPATE, ne would have

triumphed in it, as a decifive argument in his

favor. And mould it have been objected, than

this gift was alfo faid to be given
" BY [dia] the

laying on of the hands of Paul'*, and that, in con-

fideration of ihe peculiar force of the prepdfniori
BY [dia] HE it was that conveyed the gifc , buE
that the EPISCOPATE only fignifled their concur*

' O
rence in the affair ; I fay, mould fuch an objection,
have been made, I doubt nor, it would have beeri

attributed to a "
wrangling captious difpofmon'%

not to fay any thing worfe.

IT is added, in the next following words,
"

Sf;

JPaul could have ordained without their concur-

rence, but the impofition of their hands would
have been altogether unavailable without his"*

We fay, on the contrary, and our bare word carries

as much convincing weight with it as their's, thac

this Prefbyterian-confiftory might have ordained

Timothy without the apoftle Paul, as he might
have done it without them ; and, in either cafe*

the ordination would have been valid to all the

F purpofes
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purpofes of the Gofpel-miniftry. If the paflion

of fhame, excited in the Dr. had operated with

a little more ftrength, he \vould not, by
<c

repeat-

ing things which have been Ib frequently faid by
others'*, have made it necefiary that we alib fliould

do the fame.

has feen fit to fay only two things more, in

fupport of the peculiar unalienable right of

Bifliops, in the appropriated fenfe, to ordain.

THE firft is, that " no infcance of ordination*

performed by meer Prefbyters, can be found in the

Church for feveral ages. Aerius & Colluthus, in

the fourthCentury, feem to have been the frrft con-

trivers of ordinations of this fen". So we were

told in a book, intituled
cc a modeft proof of the

Government fettled by Chrift and his Apoftles in

the Church", publiilied here and difperied about

forty years ago
-

? which was focn anfwered by the

late worthy Dr. Wigglefworth, and in fo mallerly
a way, in his " fober remarks'

3

,
that this blufter-

ing pretence has lain dofmertt ever Hnce ; and it

\vould have been more to the Dr's honor to have

ii^rTered it to continue in this ftate of oblivion, than

to have revived it with only a bare mention of it,

and refer ing his readers to " Hooker'sEcclef. Polity,

and Arch-Bifhop Potter's very excellent difcourfeof

Church-government". Epiphanius was the fir ft

that found fault with Aerius, ftigmatifing him as

an Hereiic. And why did he thus condemn him ?

Was it only or meerly for his opinion concerning
the parity of Bifhops and Prejfbyters ? Far from it.

Fie zealoufly oppofed the lawfulnefs of PRAYING
FOR. THE DEAD. Epiphanius was a ftickler for

rihis rank fuperftitioo, now coming into practice,
and
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and could not bear to have it expofed. The He-
refies therefore he taxed Aerius with, were the

IDENTITY of Bifhops and Prefbyters, and the un-

lawfulnefs of PRAYING FOR THE DEAD , Here-

fies, as Dr. WisRleiworth writes,
" of muchDO '

" the fame nature, and Epiphanius's confutation

of them both equally learned and fatisfaclory :

For ic is obfervable, that, in the fame place,
where he condemns that monftrous Herefy of

." the Identity of order, he fairly confcfTes,
"

that,
"
by the two orders of Prefbyters and Deacons, all

cc
Ecclefiaflical offices might be performed". To

"
this I fhall only add the words of the learned

" Dr. Stillingfleet, who fays, if Aerius was an
" Heretic for holding the Identity of crder^ it is

<c
flrange that Epiphanius fhould be the firft man

" that mould charge him with it ; and that neither
e *

Socrates, Sozoman, Theodoret, nor Evagrius,
" before whofe time he lived,fhould cenfure him for
"

it. And why fhould notjerom have been equally" animadverted upon, who is as exprefs in this as
<?

any man in the world
5

'.

"
: There was no need,

nor any reafon, to joitiCollutbus whh/teriits ; for he
did not act in the capacity of, what Episcopalians
would call, a mcer Prefbyter, in ihe bufmefs of

ordaining ; but as z Bifnop. Dr. Sisllingfieet has

proved, fiom Blondel's apology, that he- was a

Bifhop of the Meledan party in Cynus, and is

fuppoied to have been ordained a Bifhop by Me-
letius.

-f-

As the Dr. has been pleafed to fay,
cs no inlrance

of an .ordination by meer Prefbyters caa be found
-\-\ .

r 2 in

^ Sober remarks, pag. 4, 5. f Vid. Irenicurn^

381 ; and more largely Biondel's apolo

3,
from 3^7, to 327,
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in the Church for feveral ages'', we might natu-

rally conclude there are numerous examples of

Epifcopal ordination in thefc feveral ages. We
ihould take it kindly- to have pointed out to us fo

much as ONE inftance 9 within the long period of

an hundred and fifty years from Chriit, of an or-r

flination by any Bifhop, in any part of the chriftian

world , meaning by a Bifhop, an efrker in ihe

Church of a fupei ior order to that of Prefbyters.
I have lately been looking over the extracts 1 made

twenty years ago, from the fathers of the twofirft

Centuries, containing every thing in their writings
that might be thought to have relation to the pre-
ient controverfy ; and I don't find a fingle exam-

ple of an ordination by Bifhops, in the appropri-
ated fenfe, within the time before fpeciried. If the

Dr. would prerent us with one from his own know-

ledge, cr by communication from the convened

body that appointed him to write, it would be, to

me, a great favor, as hereby I might fill up an

eilential vacancy in my extracts, and render them

quite perfect : And, befides it's being a gratifica-
tion to me, it would be a vail help to the Epifco-

pal caufe, and, in a good mealure. juftifie the Chal-

lenge, prelaucal writers fcmetimes triumphantly
make, calling upon their opponents to give an in-

fiance of Prtfbyttrian-ordination for lame Cen-
turies,

THE other thing, with which the Dr. finifhes

what he thought proper to fay upon the head of

ordination, is, that " from this time, [the fourth

Century] until after the beginning of the refor-

mation in the fixteenth Century, no initances wor-

thy of notice occur to favor ordinatipn by Prefby-
.?cri". He had before faid* Aerius and Colluthus
* , *, .

*~

t
'

'
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were the firft contrivers of ordination by Prefby-
ters j fo that, according to him, there were no in-

ftances in this kind until the fourth Century, the

age in which they lived. How does this agree
with the account of Eutichius, who fays,

" that

the twelve Prefbyters conftituted by Mark, in the

See of Alexandria, chofe out one or. their number
to be head over the reft, and the other eleven, laid

hands on him, and blefled him, and made him
Patriarch" ? Or with the account, Jerom, more
ancient than he, has given us of the fame fact,

faying,
"

at Alexandria, from St. Mark to Hera-
clius and Dionyfius, Bifhops, the Priefts always
took one out from among themfelves, whom they
fet in the higheft fear, and called Bifhop, juft as an

army makes an Emperor, or as if the Deacons
fhould chufe one out of their number, and call

him an Arch-Deacon" ? Thefe are inflances that

are to be met with in moft writers on our fide of
the queftion. A great variety of cafes alfo, in proof
of Prefbyterian- ordination, within the time fpecified

by the Dr. may be feen in Dr. Stillingfleet's Iren-

icum, pag. 374. and onwards. He is egregioufly
miftaken hkewife in faying, that, from the fourth

Century, until the beginning of the reformation
in the fixteenth,

-
? no inilances worthy of notice

occur to favor ordination by Prefbyters". What
he may think worthy of notice I cannot tell , but

ordinations, in this kind, v/ere common many ages
before the reformation he fpeaks of, and as worthy
of fpecial notice as apy Epiicopal ones fince,

*
I

would

? Says Mr. Daniel Williams, in his preface to Mr. J.
Owen's plea for fcripture-ordination,

" the ancient

Vaudois, orWaldenfes, thofe eminent and faithful wit-

agaiiift a^^ichriitian ufupa;iqn.sa liaye. bad no or-
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would here afk the Dr. in the words of that emi-

nently learned man, the 1, *> reverend JV)r Thomas
Walter of Roxbury,

lt v hether the Vaudois of
" Piedmont were net roach ancierter than two
" hundred years ? Leger has fufficientty demon-
c< ftrated their antiquity, and proved, that the
" Waldenfes were long before the time of Peter
"
Valdo, which name (as they are now called

cc Vaudois from the word Vaux, that fignifics a
cc

valley) belonged to them as inhabiting the

*' vallies of the Alps. We will take their cha-
< racier and hiftory from a fworn enemy of iheir's,
* c from Claudius SefTelius, the Arch-Bifhop of
"

Turin, in a book which he wrote againft them.
" There he tells us,

" that the feat of the \Val*
' denfes took its rife from a moil religious perfon,
&c called Leo, that lived in the rime of Conitantine
6C the great, and who, detefting the covetoufnefs
" of Pope Sylveiler, and the immoderate bounty
64 of Conftaniine, chofe rather to embrace poverty
c; with the fimpliciry of che chriftian faith, than
ic with Sylvefter to be denied with fat and rich

^ benefices ; and that all they who were leriotsfly
ct

religious^

di nations but by Prefbyters for five hundred years paft.

Hiftory of the Vaudois 2 chap. 3. Th> il'il guides of

the people from myfticai Egypt were Prtibyters or-

daif.cd bvPrcibyters/ Thefe are they th;:': tl -:recl the

firft- fruits unto God, They hr.vc gone in mourning
from veneration to p-eneration. They have bsen fore

^j *

broken in the 'V dragons, and covered with the

fhadow or eath ; yet have they not forgotten the

name of their God, or ftretche^i out their hand to a

ilrange God. Jt is by the mmifcry of thefe that the

truth prevailed, the eyes ot -n.ions were opened, and^
vaft multitudes reduced to the rbedience oi" the gofpe].

They fealed their miniftrv wit.-* their blood, a^d hsa-_

yen feakd it v/ith the tnoft glorious feccefs"
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religious, joined themfelves unto them". Alfa

RequerusSacco, the celebrated inquifitor, quoted

by the Jefuit Cretzer, in his Bibliotheque of the
"

fathers, afTerts,
" that among all the feels there

"
is none that has been ib pernicious to the Church

" of Rome, as that of the Leonids, becaufe it is

" the mod ancient, and has continued longed* ~
<e For fome affirm, that it began in the time of
* c

Sylvefter, and others fay, in the time of the
<c

Apoftles". The Fryar Belvedoras, excufing the
* c MifTionaries for their not converting one of
" thefe Waldenfes, affigns this reafon for it,

"
that

66 their Herefie was too firmly rooted for any to be
" able to do good among them : They of the
"

Valleys have been always, and through all times,,
" accounted Heretics". * So that, uppn the

whole, the Dr's " uniform practice of the Church
for fifteen hundred years", is as deftitute of evi-

dence from antiquity, as the necefilty of Epii'cop^l
ordination is from the fcriptures.

HE now comes to the lad branch of the Epif-

copal office,
"

impofition of hands in confirmati-

on" ; concerning which, after explaining the na-

ture and defign of this rite, he fays,
" the Church

of England declares, that it hath been a folemn,
ancient and laudable cuftom, continued from the

Apoftles time". And here his reafoning is emi-

nently curious. " If this cuftom has been from
the Apoftles, it mud have been praclifed in their

time ; for, in the language of the fchools, the

terminus a quo is in .the time of the Apo-
ftles. And it can with no propriety be faid to

have been continued from their time, if it com-
menced

Walter's Reply to the difcourfe of Epifcopacy, pag.
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menced after it". Demonftrably argued ! But to

what purpofe ? May it not be true, that this was
a cuftom neither in the Apoftles days, nor within

the truly primitive times> though ic be granted the

Church of England lays
"

it continued from rhe

Apoftles times" ; and if fo, that it was their judg-

ment^ in confequence of the Dr's learned reafoning,-
that it was in ufe by the Apoftles themfelves ? Is

infallibility the peculiar priviledge of this Church ?

"Will it afcertain the truth of a difputed fait, to fay
the Church of England affirms it to be one ? Some
farther proof is neceffary. The Dr. fecms fenfible

of it, and goes on to u
fee what information the

fcripture gives tfs, relating to this fubjedi". And
he parcicuiarly mentions three texts to his purpofe.

THE 'fir ft is, Adls .8. 14-* 17. which gives an

account of Perer and John as fent to Samaria, who,
when they were come,

Ci

prayed for them that they

might receive the holy Ghoft , and laying their

hands on them, they received the holy Ghoft'
5

*.

Thefe words, fays the Dr. <l
exactly deferibe confir-

jpation as pradtifed in the Church of England, and
there is hardly room for a

poffibility ot applying
them to any thing elfe". It is as evident as words
can well make ir, that the impofition of hands by
the Apoitles, fpoken of in this text, was for the im-

portation of the holyGhoft in MIRACULOUS GIFTS.
For it is faid of Simon the forcerer, ver. 13. that he
"

wondered, beholding the miracles and figns which
v/ere done" 5 and, in the iSth ver. that " when he

faw, that, through the laying on. of the Apoftles
hands, the holy Ghoft was given*', that is, a power
to do thofe miracles and figns,

" he offered them

money, faying, give me alfo this power, that on
whomsoever I lay hands, he may receive the holy
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Ghoft", that is, the ability of working wonders.
Will the Dr. in fober ferioulnefs, lay, that there is

any likenefs between the impofition of a Bifhop's
hands in confirmation, and this laying on of the

Apoftles hands, as to it's ufe and end ? Was any
miraculous power ever conveyed, in this way, by
any Bifhop of the Church of England to any one
his hands were laid upon ? Does any Bifhop, fince
the days of Popery, pretend to impart this power ?

Why then is this text brought in proof of the
doctrine of confirmation ? Might it not be rea-

fonably thought, that prejudice itfelf could noc
find a

poffibiluy of applying it to this purpofe ?

THE fecond text is that in Acts 20. 7. which
contains, fays the Dr. " another inftance of confir-
mation in the difciples at Ephefus, on whom, "

after

they were baptifed", St. Paul "laid his hands, and
the holy Ghoft came upon them". He has here

fhamefully ftopt fhort in the middle of a fentence,
keeping out of fight a necefTary part of it. For
it follows immediately, and in order to finifli the

fentence,
" and they SPAKE WITH TONGUES, and

PROPHESIED". Is this fair ? Does it carry the

appearance of that impartial uprightnefs, which
becomes every honed writer ? Can any imaginable
reafon be affigned for his thus curtailing the re ,\ r ,

but only this, that if he had given it in whole, ie

would have been, at once, vifible to his readers,
that it was nothing to his purpofe ? And this will'

always be the truth, until it appears, that baprifca
perfons, upon a Bimop's laying his hands on rhrtn,
are able to '<

fpeak with tongues, and prophdk",

THE lad text is that in the Epiftle to the He-
brews, chap. 6. ver. 2. where, it's author, amon<
other things, fpeaks of "

the laying on of hands"-
G W
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read of the Apoftles, as
'

laying on their

hands" in the following cafes ; in ordination, in

healing the fick, and in conveying miraculous

powers
-

3 but in no other that I can recollect at

prefcnt. In \vh;chfoever of thefe fenfes " the lay-

ing on of hands" is here under (lood, it makes no-
'

thing to the Dr's purpofe,

HE takes notice of two objections againfl what
he had offered, from icripture, in proof of this rite

of confirmation.

ONE is, that " thefe inflances prove only what
vus actually practifed by the Apoflles, but not

that this rite was intended to be of Handing ufe to

the Church in all ages". And, in reply, he round-

ly affirms, that " confirmation was practiied by the

IMMEDIATE fuccefiors of the Apoftle?, and has

been UNIVERSALLY CONTINUED through all the

ages of the Church, until within thefe two Cen-
turies*

5

-,
and that this " muft be confefled by all

that have the LEAST ACQUAINTANCE with Eccle-

fiaillcal hiftory". This is not the firfl time the

Dr. has difcovered his want of knowledge in the

ancient writings ; nor the firil time he has, with

-..-at aillirance, declared that to be true, which o-

ihers know to be falfe. It is well known to thofe,

who are tolerably verled in antiquity, though the

Jr Teems quite ignorant of it, that NO INSTANCE
nhrmation is to be met^with, in any of the

ivin^s of the father?,, until towards the clofe of

jnd, or rather the coming in of the third

iHiry. I no\v tell him what may appear anew

Grange thing to him, that Tertullian is the

'cib father who fpeaks of this rite of confirma-

upn ; and I could tell him of feveral other fuper-
ftitious
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flitious rites that were, by this time, brought into

practice. And if he will be at the pains to cor'ule

Mr. Pierce's vindication of Diffenters, or the dif:

ting Gentleman's anfwer to White, he will fir;

that confirmation, in thofe days, was always per-

formed, not as it is in the Church of England, but

IMMEDIATELY after Baptifni.

THE other objection the Dr. confiders is,
ce

thf.c

from the inftances of confirmation [he fnor.ld iir.-.

faid, of the laying on of the Apoftles hands] re-

corded in fc;;pt'.:re 5 the effects of it appear to have

been miraculous ; and as the power of miracles

has long fiace ceafed, this rite is now ufelefs, gr,d

ought not to be continued**. Bur, fays he,
u the

folutlon of this objection is not difficult". How
then does he folve it ? Why. by cautioufly avoid-

ing to fay any thing upon it that \^ realiy to the

purpofe. For though he fays, miraculous gi

were imparted by the impofition of the Apoitles

Hands, a,nd other gifts alfo of a different nature,

meaning hereby
cc the gracious affiftances of t he-

poly Spirit, without which it is as certain nov/,

it ever was, that no man can fulfil .the con lii

of the Gofpel-covenarit" ; yet he does not ver tu;r

ro go on, and ;.n, that either of thefe
gl/c-,

;

imparted by Biflicps to thofe, upon whom they lay

their hands in confirmation \ or that Bi(hop
r

have,
or pretend to have, in thefe days, this po-.v-

-r of

communication. And if they have no power
impart the holy Ghoft, either in miraculous </ -

or gracious affiftances, why fhould they life that

rite or ceremony by which the Apbitles did shir

"
Might they not as well, to fpeak here in the

words of an excellent wrher,
"''

Ilrctch themfelr

G 2 11 : .

* DIiTent. Geruknaau's anfwer to White, p^ : -.
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upon the dead body of a child, in imitation of
Elifha ; or, make ointment with fpittle for the

cure of the blind, in imitation of our Savior ; or,

anoint the fick with oil, in imiration of the apofto-
lic Elders ; as pray, and lay their hands on thofe

'who were baptifed, in imitation cf Peter and John,
who did this to the Samaritan converts ONLY that

they might receive the miraculous gifts and powers
of the holy Ghoft" ?

I SHALL finim what I have to fay, upon this

head df confirmation, by addrcffing to the Df. in

the language of the above quoted author to Mr.

White,
"
By the order of your common prayer,

cc
all perfons baptifed, when they come to compe-

c< tent years, and are able to fay the Lord's prayer,
<c

Cr^ed, and ten Commandments, and the anfwers
Cl of the fhort Catechifm, are to be brought to con-
<l

firmation". The Bifnop having afked,
" wne-

<c thcr they renew the folemn promife and vow
cc which was made in their names in baptifm"," cc *

5 upon their anfwer,
" we do", proceeds

hereupon to declare, in the moft folemn man-

ner, even in an adcirefs to God himfelf,
" that

c<t he has vouchfafed to regenerate thefe his fervants
"

by water and the HOLY GHOST, (note : Not
*'

by water only, but allo by the HOLY GHOST)" and to give them \he forgmenefs cf all their fins* :

cc And laying his hand upon each particular per-
ct

(on,
" he CERTIFIES him by that fign of God's

<c favor and gracious goodnefs towards him". I
'*

pray you, Sir, in the name of God, inform me,
<c what wairant has the Bifhop to pronounce a
44 man's fins ALL FORGIVEN, and himfelf RE-
K< GENERATED by the HOLY GHOST, upon no o-
ci thcr grounds than his being able to fay the fhort

>* Catechifm,* *

CC

CC
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te Catechifm, and declaring that he (lands by his
et

baptifmal engagements ? Will you fay that this

"
is the chriftian doctrine concerning the terms

" of acceptance and forgivenefs with God ? Are
" there not multitudes who call Chrift their Lord,
" and publicly profefs to ftand by their baptifmal
"
covenant, whom yet he will reject with abhor-

" rence at laft ? You will then inform me, Sir,
" how his Lordfhip, upon this meer profefilon and
46

promife, prefumes to declare to almighty God,
" and to ASSURE the perfon, that he is REGENE-
** RATED. FORGIVEN, and without all peradven-
" ture in a ftate of favor with heaven ! The ex-
"

prefiions, you mud acknowledge, are couched
" in abfolute and ftrong terms : Nor do I find
<c that there is any intimation, that their forgive-
" nefs depends upon their care to keep, and to
ce live up to, their baptifmal engagements. No :

" But though their whole life hath hitherto been
"
fcandaloudy corrupt ; yet upon their being able

*' to fay the Lord's prayer, &c. the Bifhop fo-
"
lemnly pronounces a moft abfolute pardon over

them , appeals to almighty God that he hath

forgiven them all their fins ; and left this fhould
" be too little to fatisfie the doubting finner, and
"

qualli his upbraiding conference, he lays his hand
"
upon his head, and CERTIFIES him, bythatfign,

" of God's favor and goodnefs to him. To me,
"

Sir, I affure you, this appears, I do not fay a
"

very Ihocking, but I muft fay a very unaccoun-
**

table folemnity , and fhould be glad to know
" how to reconcile it to the reverence you owe to
" God, or to the faithfulnefs and charity due to
" the fouls of men. Whether the continuance of
** this ceremony, in it's prefent form of admini-

J' ftration, be either for the honor of the admini-
* 6

ftrator,

cc

(C
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* Orator, or for the
:

'It of the Church J

" \, iic'htr it haih not an apparent tcno-rcy ta
* c cherifh a deluilve nope, and to fpeak peace to
*' fucli j'crfi-ns

as are not, by the chnftian cove-
tc

nartt, enticltd to peace ? 1, with ail humility,
if

I ave to the confiderarion of thofe whom, I

e: thank God, it more immediately concerns than
<c my felf ; who are to watch for fQuls as thofe
ie who mud give an account to the GREAT SKEP*
ce HERD, who will ihortly come

*,
before whom it

6; will be a tremendous thing to have- the immortal
" iculs of THOUSANDS required at their hands

5

*.
*

*
Difi^nting Gentlemari's snfwer to White, psg.

48, 173.
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ANSWER to SECTIOM HI. which declares,

the Church in AMERICA, without an Epifco-

pate, is necefTarily deftitute of a regular Go-

vernment, and cannot enjoy the Benefits of

Ordination and Confirmation.

THE defign of the Dr. in this Sedlion, is, to

fet before the Public the " wretched con-

dition" of the Epifcopal Churches in the Colonies
" for want of Bifhops". And it's lamentably bad
ftate lies in this, pag. 27. that u

if, according to the

dodlrine and belief of the Church of England,
none have a right to govern the Church but Bi-

fhops, nor to ordain, nor to confirm ; then the

American Church, while without Bifhops, mud be

without Government^ without Ordination and
Confirmation".

As to confirmation, it is acknowledged, they
rnuit be in want of it without Bifliops, becauie

they only can perform this piece of fervice, con-

formably to the eftablifhed order of the Englifh
Church. But this, though a "

great grievance",
is yet patted over without "

enlargement", as not

being futed, I fuppofe, to the Colony-tafte, and
the other " more important points of Government
and Ordination" immediately proceeded to, and

diftinftly
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diftinftly confidered. I mall follow the Dr. in his

own way. Only, before I come to take notice of

what he has offered upon thde " more important"
heads, 1 (hall not think it needlefs to make the

two following remarks.

THE firft relates to thefe words, pag. 27.
" ac-

cording to the doclrine and belief of the Church
of England, NONE have a right to govern the

Church but Bifhops". It is added, in a marginal
note here,

" the reader will obierve, that only luch

authority is ipokenofasis purely Ecclefiaftical,

and peculiar to the officers of the Church. The

King's fupremacy, as exprefied in article XXXVII,
is maintained by the Church in America, in as full

and ample manner as in England". What I would
obferve here is, the difficulty, I may rather fay the

impofiibility of conceiving how it mould be be-

lieved, that " NONE but Bifhops have a right to

govern the Church", while it is, at the fame time

believed, that the " KING is the fupreme Governor
of it", according to the article refer'd to, which

declares, that he hath the CHIEF POWER, the

CHIEF GOVERNMENT in all Ecclefiaftical cauies.

The King's fupremacy in the Church means no-

thing Ihort of this, that he is
" veiled with all

"
power to exercife all manner of Ecclefiaftical

"
jurifdiclion, and that Arch-Bifhops, Bifhops,"
Arch-Deacons, and other Ecclefiaftical perfons,

" have no manner of jurifdiclion Ecclefiaftical, but
<c
by and under the King's Majefty, who hath full

"
power and authority to hear and determine all

c manner of caufcs Ecclefiaftical, and to reform
<c and correct all vice, fin, errors, herefies, enor-
"

mities, abufes whatfoever, which by any manner
* c of fpintual authority or jurifdiclion ought, or

"
may
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* c

may be lawfully reformed". *
Bifhops there-

fore, are fo far from being
" the ONLY Governors

of the Church", that they are nothing more than

fubordinate rulers, dependent on the King, who,

by their own acknowledgements placed over them
as their SUPREME head. The plain truth is, as to

authority,
"
purely Ecclefiaftical", there is no fuch

thing in the Church of England Wharever au-

thority it's Clergy, whether luperior or inferior, arc

vetted with, it is, in all it
9
s branches, both granted

and regulated by the (late, and abfolutely under
it's controul ; infomuch, that, be their fpirituai

powers as you pleafe, they have no fight, by the

conftitution of the Church, to put them into ex-

ercife, but in the precife way that has been pre-
fcribed to them ; nor can they do it in any one
inftance. No Bifhop in England, not all the Bi-

fliops united in a body, with all that plenitude of

power thit has been derived to them in a direct

line from the Apoflles, have a conftitutional right
to rmke the leaft alteration in the eflablifhed form
of worfhip, ordina:ion, or diicipline. They are

H reftrained

* - * ;

Diffcnt. Gentleman's anfwer to Mr. White, pag. 24.0

in which he refers to 26th Henry VIII. cap. 137.
-

Henry VTII. cap. xvii. i Eliz. cap. r. See alfo Burn,
on Ecclefuftical law, under the word, Supremacy ;

where the feveral acls of Parliament, relative to this

fvibjeft, in the reigns of Henry 8th, Edward 6th, Eli-

zabeth, and William and Mary, are cited 5 where
likewife it will be found,

" that no perfon fhall be re-

ceived into the miniftry, nor admitted to any E~clefia-

ftical function, except he fhall firft fubfcribe (among
other?) to this article following ;

" that the King's
Majefty under God is the ONLY SUPREME GOVERNOR
of this realm, and of all other his HighnefTes's domi-
nions and countries, as well in ALL SPIRITUAL or

ECCLESIASTICAL things, as temporal", ^
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reftrained within certain bounds, beyond which

they have no authority, and can no more exercife it

than any common Layman. This is the " docl-

rine and belief of the Church of England" ; and

yer, according to the doclrine and belief of this

fame Church, as the Dr. fays,
<c NONE have a right

to govern it but Bifhops". He may, perhaps, find

it difficult, upon tryal, to make both parts of this

contradiction true. The fhort of the cafe is, Bi-

fhops, with the whole Church-Clergy ? are CREA-
TURES of the ftate, and the Church itfelf a PAR-
LIAMENTARY Church. The difTenting gentle-

man, in his anfwer to Mr. White, has fet this mat-

ter in a ftrong point of light. Says he,
* " You

de need not be informed, Sir, that all the Clergy
* c of this Kingdom, with all the Biihops at their
**

head, have not the lead authority to enjoin one
"
ceremony or rite of wormip ; or to either efta-

cc
blifli or annul one article of. faith. No, but all

C

power and jurifdi&ion is lodged chiefly in Lay-
" hands ; it is folely in the KING and PARLIA-
"
MENT, and the Clergy are to act in all things" under their direction and controul. The KING

<6 and PARLIAMENT are in truth the real Fathers,
"

Governors, or Bifhops of this Church : Thefd... *

<*
only nave power to make or unmake forms and

c;
rites of worfhip, and do AUTHORITATIVELY

"
inftruct and prefcribe to the Clergy what they

* c are to believe in what manner, and to whom
" the facraments are to be given what prayers
"

they are to offer up what doclrine to preach
" who are to be admitted to the Epifcopate or
<c

Priefthood, and who to be refufed by what
"

ceremonies, prayers, and exhortations they are
tc

to be fet apart, and confecrated to their office.;
*

Thefe, with every other circumftance relating to
"

religion
* pag- 9?
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"
religion and the worfhip of God, which is AU-

ic THORITATIVELY prefcribed or enjoined in your
u
Church, you know, Sir, not the Bifhops and

"
Clergy, but the KING with his PARLIAMENT^

"are the ONLY perfons who have AUTHOR IT A-
" TIVELY enjoined and prefcribed them. The
"
Clergy of the whole land, in convocation aiTem-

.

"
bled, cannot fo much as attempt any canons or

5' conftitutions without the KING'S licence, yea,
" fo far Sir, were the Bifhops and Clergy from
C

having any hand in the firft forming our prefenc
** eftabliihed Church, or in ordering it's rites and
* articles 01 faith, that it was done not only WITH-

** OUT, but in actual OPPOSITION to them. For
" in the ill of Queen Elifabeth, the PARLIAMENT
" ALONE eftabliihed the Queen's fupremacy, and
" the Common-prayer-book, in fphe of all oppofi-
; tion from the Bifnops in the houie of Lords ;

" and the Convocation, then fitting, were fo far
" from having any hand in thofe Church-acts
" fjr reformation, that they prefented to the Par-
' v liament feveral propofuions in behalf of the
44 Tenets of POPERY, directly contrary to the pro-
"

ceedings of the Parliament. Hence. Sir, i think
"
you mutt be ablolutely forced to own (what I

Ci know gentlemen of your robe do not care to
"

hear) ina: the Church of England is really a
44 PARLIAMENTARY Church ; that it is not pro-
"

perly an ALLY, but a MERE CREATURE of the
"

(tare. It depends intirely upon the ads and
<c

authority of PARLIAMENT for it's very eflence
" and frame",

THE other remark, though not tfientially im-

portanr, may yet be worthy of notice. It's defign
is to point out a great and mar/ifett difference be-

H *
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$wixt the complaint as made at the head of this

Section, and in the paragraph ibme wordb of which
we have been confidenng,ar,d it's vindication after-

\vards. The ground of complaint, as there Ipeci-

ficd, is this, the Church of England in America,

being without Biihops, mull, Kir that reafon,
" be

vrithouc government and ordination" . Whereas,,
the juftification of this complaint does not proceed

upon the fuppofmon, either that they have "
i:q

government
5

', or can have *' no ordination
33

; but

that their government without Bifhops is incom-

plete and infurf;cient, and that ordination canru t

be had without difficulty, danger and expence.
No government, and that which is incomplete ;

no^ ordination, and ordination with inconvenience

and charge, are quite different things. The com-

plaint therefore ihould not have been made in ab-

folute terms, as it's ilk,ft ration is attempted in a

reftained mitigated ienfe only. There would not

then have been a difa&reernetit betwixt theu>, as
-

*

there
certainly

is as they now Hand. Let it be re-

inembered, it is only in the retrained icnie of this

complaint that I am called to confider it. Hav-

ing obilrvcd thclc things, th^ way is prepared o

go on.

THE Dr. begins with the affair of <c Govern-
v*/

iiient", and Jays,
"

It is to be undcrflood in a qua-
V hficd icnie. For w'r.ere there is absolutely no
ic
government at all, there can be nothing but

"
dilbrder and confufion ; which, I trud, is noc

<;
yet the cai.e of the Church in America". The

Church then, by this "qualified ienfe", mitigating
it's ciiftrds, is nor in that '- wretched condition

5

*,

one was led to inline \vhen it was laid,
" while

.
o

.v.ihout. Eilbops it ruiilt be v/ishout Gover;ur:erjt".
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IT follows in the next paragraph,
"

It has been

allowed, that Prefbyters may have a fubordmate

authority to govern \ and it is well known, than

the Sifhcp of London hath formerly taken feme

cognizance of Ecclefiaftical matters in the Plan-

tations, by virtue of the King's commifTion",
If Prefbyters may act "

authoritatively", in mat-
ters of government, though their authority fhould

be "
fubordinate", the Church is in a ftill lefs de-

plorable (late than was reprefented by the com-

plaint, as at firft worded , efpecially, if the Bifhop
of London may

" take cognizance of their Eccle-

fiaftical matters". And it is evident he may, be-

caufe he has. That which has been may be again.
But fays the Dr. " much more than this is need-

ful to anfwer the necefuues of the American
Church. The Clergy can evidently do but little

ut a Biihop".
* And he might have added,

they

The Dr. in a marginal note here, having hinted that

there had been voluntary conventions of the Clergy in

fome of the Northern Colonies for a number of years,
this being the rnoft they could do to relieve the Church
in the prefent ftate of things, fays,

'* Indeed fuch con-
ventions of theClergyjWherein all the members meet to-

gether on terms ofequaiity,are unknown to theChurch of

England". And they are equally unknown upon terms
of inequality, at leaft to act authoritatively as a body,
in order to change, or amend any one order of the

Church, or to make a new one. It would not there-

fore be of any fervice to have a Bifhop at the head of
the American conventions of the Clergy. If nothing
more is intended by thefe conventions than to encou-

rage- and help one another, and unite their counfels for

the good of the Church, conformably to it's laws and

canons, there is no need of a Bifhop at their head : If

their dcf^n is to aft as a body in an authoritative way,
the conitnution of the Church forbids it. As to what

follows,
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they can do but little with him, in point of difci*

pline. The Church at home is, in this refpecl, in

as lamentable a ftate as the Church in America,
and it's

"
neceflfir.ies" as loudly call for redrefs,

The Liturgy itfelf fuppofes their difcipline to be
in a wretched condition. Why elfe is the Church

taught, once a year, on Afh-Wednefday,
" to wifti

it's godly difciplme reilortd" ? But, notwithfland-

ing ic's pious wifhes, annually repeated, it remains

ftill in a deplorably bad ftate, Epifcopalians them-
felves being judges. Says the learned Dr Whic-

by,
* " The Church of England obferves no dif-

cipline".
The excellent Bifhop Burner, at the

clofe of his hiftory of the reformarion notes, -f
** There v/as one thing [v?e could heartily wifli
** there were no morel yet wanirns to ccmpleac

-* tj A
** the reformation of this Church, which v/as the
46

reitoring a primitive difcipline againft fcanda-

lous perfons , the eftablilhing the government:
of the Church in Ecclefiailicul-hands 2 and taking

fallows,
cc that for fuch a jiumber of Prefbyters to be

left without a B'fhop at their head to fuper-intend and

govern them, it is a thing equally unknown to any
Epifcopai Church on earth" ; it may be laid, there is

fcarce an Epifcopai proteftant Church on the ea- th

beiides the Er.glifh one : and this no rnore allovys

Prefb)'ters with a Bifnop at their head 9 thau by them-
felves alone, to do any thing authoritatively as a body.
It is well known, there cannot be a convocation with-
out the King's writ ; nor can they when met L'O ai;y

thing without the King's licence ; r.or will any doing
of their's be of binding force unlefs the Kin confirms

it. I do not fuppofe thefe conventions ot the Clergy
are unfavorably thought of at Home. None he^e

pbjecl againfl them.

is.

* Vid.
jijs

note en PvOrn. 14. 6. f Dr. Calamy's
defence of Mod. Noa-conformity, Part II. pag. 340.
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it out of Lay-hands, which have fo long pro-
c

phaned it, and have expofed the: authority of the
c<
Church, and the cenfures of it, chiefly excom-

"
munication, to the contempt of the nation ; by

" which the reverence due to holy things is, in fo
"

great a meafure, loft, and the dreadfulleft of all
" cenfures is now become the moft fcorned
" and defpifcd". I mall add here the complaint
of a noted high Church-writer upon this head.
"

Difcipline, fays he,
*

is loft, and will not be p'er-u mitted by the ftate ; which, by virtue of conge
d' EJlire's, Quare impedits, prohibitions, &c. have
mide themlclves the fole and ultimate judges,

' not only of all B.fttops and Churches ; but of
their excommunicanons, and every exercife of

" their fpiritual jurifdiclion". The plain truth is,

the conftitution of the Church, at leaft in the

affair of difcipline, is in a miferably defective, if

not ruined, ftare. It greatly wants amendment ;

and unlefs it mould vaftly differ in America from
what it is in England, Bifhops would be of .little

fervice with refpect to difcipline. TheChurch may,

perhaps, do as weil without them, as with them.

THE Dr. fays farther,
"
Tryal has heretofore

been made what could be done by commifiaric's".
j

And why might not commifTaries fupply the place
of Bifhops, at leaft in regard of difcipline ? Per-

haps, it will be found, upon examination, that

Bifhops can do little more than they might be able

to do. " But their ufefulnefs (as it follows) upon
the whole appeared to be fo inconfiderable, that

none have been appointed for near twenty years".

PofTibly, the reafon of their not being ufeful was

owing, not to the uieleilhefs of the office itfelf, but

*f
Cafe of the Regal, and Pontif. pag. 166.
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to it's not being filled with thofe who were duly

qualified for it. This, I believe, is the exact truth

with reference to the lad commifiary the Church
had in thefe parts, and I know not but the only
one it ever had. He was a native of England, and

fent from thence an utter ftranger to the people
here. The Bifhop of London could not therefore

be irnpofcd on by "ample credentials", relative to

his character, from this part of the world. And-

yet, he was fo far from being luperior to his bre-

thren, that fome of them, I know, would have tho'c

it a difhonor to be compared with him. Some-

thing of his juft merit may be learned from the

affair of Hopkington, as publifhed by Dr. May hew,
in one of his pieces on the difpute about the con-

duel of the Society for the propagation of the

Gofpel in foreign parts. If no more care is taken

as to the perfonal qualifications of Bifhops, fhould

they be fent, I will venture to prophefie, that, in

leis than twenty years, even the Epifcopal-Clergy
thernfelves will be heartily fick of them.

THE Dr. pag. 30. divides the government of
the Church into " two branches", taking in both
C the Clergy, and the Laity". But, before he

comes to apply this divifion to the cafe of the

American Church, he interpofes a few things
which muft not pafs unnoticed.

SAYS he, pag. ibid.
" What the juft penalties

et of obedience are, we mud learn from the nature
" of the Church itfelf. The power of the Church
<c

is of a fpiritual nature, and the utrnoft effect of
< c

ir, in this world, is the cutting off and rejecting
* c thofe members which are incurably and danger-
**

oufly corrupted
5

',- This is certainly true of

the
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the Ch jrch, confi lered, in it's proper fenfe, as * f a

kingdom tnat is nor of this world'*. But it is reallyj

aftonifhing, thit he fhould make fpiritual cenfures
^j * *-

the i

r -ID it effect of the power of the Church of

i rlarid. He mull be very ignorant, if he did

ivii-j.v, that an " excommunicated member is

.ici'iVc-red ovvT to the civil arm to humble and
'-

c'l I'tife him ; is difabled from afTeriing his na-
*' cural ri^!v:s, from being a v/itnefs, from bring-

"ing actions at law, and, if he does not fubmit in.

"
forty days, a writ fnall iiTue forth to imprifon

*' him", *
It follows,

"
Excommunication, how-

ever it was dreaded Li the pureft ages of Chrifti-

army, has loft much of it's force in this ; whereia

Altars are let up againft Altars, and Churches a-

gainft Churches, and thofe who are rejected by one^
1

may be received by another". I cannot affirm,

that the Church of England in the Colonies have

not admitted thofe to the Gofpel- privileges from

among us, whole moral conduct was an hindrance

to their being admitted to them in our Churches 5

but this 1 will fay, on the contrary, that no one,

in like circumftances, v/as ever received from Epil-

copal Churches into any of our's ; and I dare ven-

ture to engage, that this will never happen, unlefs

we mould become corrupt to a degree far beyond
what has ever yet been our cafe. The Dr. goes
on,

" a difpofition to flight the higheft punifhmenc
" which the Church can inflict has become gene-
tc

ral, and there appears to be no remedy for it,>

* c unlefs in the ufe of reafon and perfuafiom Bun
4t we live in an age, in which the voice of reafon
sc will not be heard, although fupported by the de-
* 6 clarations of heaven, on the fubject of Church-

I
"

difciplin&d

* Biflent. Gent. anfw. to Mr, White 3 pag.
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"
difcipline. Nay, a man would be generally e~

" 'deemed to be either wrong-headed, or mean-
"

fpirited,
or both$ who mould profeis much re-

<s verence for Ecclefiaftical authority , and the
"

charg- of Prieft-craft, fo long hackneyed by
" infidels and libertines, would be fuie to Fall

"
upon the Clergy, fhould they have courage to

"
fpeak up for it". It is readily acknowledged, the

difcipline of the Church is held in contempt by
multitudes.. Infidels and Libertines laugh to fee

how It is exercifed, while ferious good people are

pained at heart. And it would, in truth, be &

fhame for a man to fpeak in it's defence : Buc
whofe fault is this ? If fo faered a

1

matter as the

difcipline of Chritt is managed by the Church in a

contemptible manner, and is permitted to be fof

year after year, without any attempt for redrefs,

why mould it be thought iirange, if Libertines

treat it with fneer and ridicule ? This is no other

than might reafonably be expected. Juft occafion

is given for it You know, Sir, to ufe here the

tvords of the dilTenting Gentleman,
*

that <c fome
" of the mod faered acts cf fpiritual juriidiction,
4C

it's folemn cenfures and excommunications are'

lc exercifed in the Church of England by
*' unconfecrated and meer Laymen. Thefe hold
dc the Keys ^ open or fhut, cad out or admit to ir^
cc

according to their fole pleafure. The Chancel-
e *

lors^ Officials, Surrogates, who adminider the ju-
* c

rifdiclion of fpiritual Courts, and determine the
<5c mod important fpiritual matters, fuch as deliver-
"

ing men to the devil, &c. frequently are, and, by
* c

exprefs provifion of law, always may be Laymen.
cc And truly, Sir, I greatly pity you Gentlemen of
*'

theClergy, that fome of the mod tremendous and

^ folemn

Vid. pag. 21, 22*
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Cf folemn parts of your facred office, fuch as ZT#-
fil communications y rtbfolutions,LZ. you are forced to

J* perform, not only according to. but iometimes,
ee

perhaps, directly againft your own judgments,
" as you are authoritatively directed and command-
61 ed by theie Lay-perfons. Forced^ 1 iay, to do

it, notwithstanding what you urge about your
own concurrence , for if you refufe to concur,

you are immediately liable to fyfpenjipn ab ofdo
et beneficio -,

and if you continue obftinate, to be
at excommunicated your own felvcs". You know
alfo, chat in the Church of England fpiritual cen-

fures may be bought off with money, or exchang-
ed for it.

"
May not, fays the difienting Gentle-

"
man,* a grievous firmer, according to herconfti-

"
tution, be fuffered to COMMUTE ? To have par-

ec don for money, and to fkreen himfelf by a round
" fee from the ftroke of the Church's rod ? Yea,
" when he is going to be delivered, or actually is

^j O ' *

"
delivered, into the hands of the devil, and fataq

" has him in keeping, will not an kandfome Jum
6C

prefently pluck him thence, and reftore him to
ct the Church's loft and indulgent bofom sgain" ?

What a mockery of religion is this ! Hov/ pro-

phane an abufe of the difcipline Chrlfl has infti-

tuted !

"
Thy money perifii wic'n thee", fa:d the

apoftle Peter, upon a hke occaiion. This noil*

fcandalous praflice can bejuftified, neither by the

fcripture, nor primitive antiquity. There is not a

word to be found in either of this prophane commu-
tation. You cannon but know farther,what is ft;H,

if pofTible, more fhameful, tha* the vil'eft finners are

fuffcred, in your Church, to partake of the lvi._

bols of Chrift's body and blood. Says one ot the

a bcl!;

Pag.
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bed and ftrongeft vyriters againd the Church, *
c
.' are not fome of the mod prophane and aban-
doned of men, Rakes, Debauchees, Biafphcmers
of God, and Scoffers at all religion, often feen

^ upqn their knots around your communian-talic^
<c

easing the children's bread, and partaking of the
cc

holy elements to quaLfie for a Pqfl ? Dare your
ct miniflers refufe them ! No, they dare not refule

the wtft impious blajpbemer the three kingdoms
affo;:d, when he comes to demand it as a quali-
fication ior >an office in the Army or Fleet. And

Ci
if, in any other cafe, the Pried denies the facra-

* ; meat to the mod infamous fmner dwelling in his

^
c

Pariui, if the man, upon an appeal to the Eccle--

*.' fiaflical court, can fecure the favor of the Lay-
V-

Chflnfeljor^ he may fecurely defy both the minv-

(ier s.cci the Bliliop to. keep him from the Lord's

^ table. TheChancellor's determination fliall dand
f
:' in lawj though CONTRARY TO THE. Bis HOP'S*.;

and the minifter be liable to a fufpenfion for ic-
;

fufing compliance ^ j;nd if he is contumacious,
1' and will not give the man the facrarnent, evtn

to exconimunicaticn itfelf". A,s this is the real

Hate of the Church of England's difcipline, it is

no wander t
.
a man would be e.deemed wrong-

fcea,cled., if he fhculcl profefs much reverence for

it". Jndead of revering V-Ecclefiaflical auiiiority"^
js exercifcd in the eiiablifhed Church, it ought
;ather to be lamenitd over as giving but too juft

;a(ion, for it's being flighted and ^ondtamed.

THE Dr. now comes to the point In hand,

ifcipline of the Church under anAmerican Epifcc-
And he enters upon it with a frank, hqneft

a though it
totally fubverts all that

'

DifTent. Gent. pag 69,
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he has afterwards faid. His words are,
* " In this

{tare of things, the reftoration of the primitive dif-

cipline feems to be a matter rather to be wifhed for

and defined, than to be RATIONALLY ATTEMPTED
by thofe in authority". And yet, it is propofed,
that this very thing, which cannot RATIONALLY
BE ATTEMPTED", fhould not only be attempted^
buc carried into effect, It is faid indeed, "no at-

tempt of this nature will be made refpefting the

LAITY, under an American Epifcopate, The dif-

cipline of the Church, fo far as it relates to the

PRIVATE MEMBERS, will be left as it is". Buc

then, it is added,
" with regard to the CLERGY, it

is propofed, that a ftricl: difcipline be eftablifhed,

and that the Bifhop's power over them fhall be as

full and complete^ as the laws and canons of the

Church direct". But why fhould the difcipline,

directed to by the laws of the Church, be confined

to the Clergy, while the Laity are left without re-

flraint ? judge ye that conftitute the Public, whe-

ther this is reafonable ? Whether it confifts, in any
tolerable meafure, with th~ Gofpel-infhtution of

difcipline ? Is not godly difcipline as needful for

the Laity as the Clergy ? Are the Church-Clergy
fo much worfe than the'Laity, that the latter may be

left to themfelves, while '* a drift difcipline fhall be

eftablifhed for the former ? What would the Dr.

have the world think of the Epifcopal-Clergy, by

placing them in fo unfavorable a light f Befides s

are not Biihops, as fucceffors to the Apoftles, as

much veiled with authority to govern the Laity as

the Clergy ? And why fliould their apoftolic au-

thority be thus limited by a meerly human efta-

blifhnient ? Efpecially, as the Dr, himfclf t makes

it one main article of his complaint, that u the

PSOP; ,

S ?3
g- y* f
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PEOPLE, being fenfible of the Clergy's want of

power, without anEcclefiaftical fqperior, find them-

felves free from ail reftraints of Ecclefiaftical au-

thority" ; intimating the expediency of their being
<e

governed by thole who have proper authority,
and that, without this, the body is without ftrength,

and liable to be deflroyed". It is really furpnfing,
when Bifhops are pleaded for as NECESSARY m
order todifcipline, that they iliouki not be firfFered

to' exercife it, in fo important a branch as that of

the go\
rernmtrnt of the Laity ! One would not have

ex peeled fuch a propofal from Epifcopal Clergy-
men.

PERHAPS, it will be faid, the lamentable ftate

of the Church's difcipline refpedts the Lairy only.
It would therefore be in vain to attempt it's refto~

ration in regard of them ; thovigh it may reafona-

bly be attempted with refpect to the Clergy. But
this is a meer prerence. Jf there is any' force in

the argument taken fiom the wretched condition of

the Church's
discipline*

it is equally ftrong againft
it's being eftablilhed for the government of either.

For it is equally lame, lax, and in effectual refpedt-

ing both. It's ruined dare, in regard of the Laity 9

has been already pointed out. 1 would now fay s

fiotwichftanding all the godly ciifcipiine of theEng-
lifh Church, many ignorant, loole, vicious inen,

are veiled with the Prieft's office, and' permitted to

adt in it. The Public is called upon to attend to

a few words, from the excellent Bifhop Burner, re-

lative to the Church-Clergy. They are intro-

duced in this folemn manner,
tc

I am now in the
* f

jcth year of my age, and as I cannot Ipeak long
" to the world in any fort, fo 1 cannot hope for a

Preface to his Paftoral Care, pag. 24.
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" more folemn occafion than this of fpeaking with
"

all due freedom, both to the prefent and fuo
* 6

ceeding ages : Therefore I lay hold on it to give
s * a free vent to thofe fad thoughts that lie on my
mind both day and night, and are the fubject of

many fecret mournings. I dare appeal to than

God, to whom the fecrets of my heart are known ?

to whom I am fhortly to give an account of my
*'

miniftry, that I have the true ihterefts of this
" Church before my eyes, and that I purfue them
* c with a fmcere and fervent zeal

9
'. The words

themfelves I would bring to view are as follow,
*

" Our Ember weeks are the burden and grief of my
*'

life. The much greater part of thofe who come
" to be ordained are ignorant to a degree not to be

apprehended by thofe, who are not obliged to

know it. The eafieft part of knowledge is thac

to which they are the greateft ftrangers ; I mean
" the plained: parts of the fcriptures, which they
* 6

fay, in excule of their ignorance, that their tutors
" in the Univerfities never mention the reading of
" to them ; fo that they can give no account, or

at leaft a very imperfect one, of the contents e-

ven of the Gofpels. Thofe who have read fome
few books, yet feem never to have read the fcrip-

" tures. Many cannot give a tolerable account
" even of the Catechifm itfelf, how fhort and plain
a

foever. They cry, and think it a fad difgrace to
" be denied orders, though the ignorance of fome
"

is fucti, that, in a well regulated ftate of things,"
they would appear not knowing enough to be

" admitted to the holy facrament. This does often
Ci tear my heart. The cafe is not much better in
"
many, who, having got into orders, come for

* c

inftitution, and cannot make it appear, that they
' ; have

*
Pag. 25,

(C

ct

cc

c

cc
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cc have read the fcnptures, or any one good booli$
"' fince they were ordained , lo that the in all rnea-
cc lure of knowledge upon which they get into \ ioiy
* e

orders, net being improved, is in a way to be
"

quice loft , and then they think it a great hard-
4t

fhip if they are told, they mini know the fcrip-
<c

tures, and the body of divinity better, before
* c

they can be trufted with the care of fouls. Thefe
"

things pierce one's foul, and make him often cry
"

out, Oh that 1 had wings like a dove, for then
" would ] fly away i and be at reft ! What are we
*c like to grow to ? In what a cafe are we to deal
<c with any adverfary, Athei(r,Papif!:, or DifFenters,
" or in any fort to promote the honor of God, and
* c

carry on the great concerns of the Gofpel, when
*'

fo grofs an ignorance in the fundamentals of re-
4<

ligion has fp re ad kfelf fo much among thofewho
* c

ought to teach others, and yet need that one
" teach them the firft principles of ihe oracles ofGcd".
This fame pious and learned Bifliop has alfo given
us the fentiments of Arch~Bifhcp Leightcn upon
this head in the following words,

" He looked on

the ftate the Church of England was in with very

melancholy reflections, and was very uneafie at an

exprtflion then much ufed, that it was the belt

conftituted Church in the world. He thought it

was fo with relation to the doctrine, the worfhip,
and the main pait of our government. But, as to

the adminiftration, both with relation to the Eccle-

fiaftical Courts, and the Paftoral care, he looked

on it as one of the mod corrupt he had ever feen.

He thought we looked like a fair carcafe of a body^
without a fpirit, without that zeal, that flrictnefs

fcf life, and that laborioufnefs in the Clergy that

became us.
* To the like purpofe the excellent

Mr,
*

Hiftory of his own Time, pag. 431, Vol. II
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Mr. Pierce complains upon this head. " Thb
"

Parifhoners, fays he, in a very few places havb
" that power, which, CYPRIAN fays, belongs
<e

chiefly to the people, of CHUSING WORTHT
"
PRIESTS, or REFUSING THOSE THAT ARE UN-

" WORTHY. If a Rector is to be placed in a
"

Parifh, the Patron of the living writes a letter to
* the Biiliop, and recommends whatClergyman he
"

pleaks to be put into it. The Bifhop cannot re-
" hife the perfon thus recommended ; and fo the
"

Pariihoners, whether they will or no, are com-
" mitted to the care of that Prefbyter, chofen by a
c<

ftranger, and, it may be, a notorioufly wicked
lt

perfon. It might, perha(3S 5 fcem incredible a-

broad, if I fhould affert, that, in the Church of

England, the bed reformed Church, as they" themfelves boaft, in the world, the right of

Patronage is bought and fold ; and that it is noc

reckoned fimony, nor any crime at all, for a per-" fon to buy that right, or the next prefentation" of a living, provided it be not void at the time.
il Hence ignorant fellows, if they are but rich, often
<l

get the fatteft benefices. And when they have"
"

got the livings,they are not bound to take care of
" the flock themfelves ; it is enough if they leave
*'

fo troublefome a work to any forry Curate, who
"

will do it cheapeft. Nay, fometimes the mini-
"

fter fhall have the income of two, three, or more
*'

parifhes, who will not vouchlafe to take the
"

paftoral care of one". He adds from Bifhop
Burnet,

" what can we fay, when we find often the
"

pooreft clerks in the richeft livings ? Whofe in-
*'
cumbents, not content to devour the parfimony

* c of the Church, while they feed themfelves^ and not
*'

the flock out of it, are fo fcandaloufly hard in their

K ' allowance

* Vind, of DiiTent. pag.

cc

cc

cc

C(
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cc

cc

" allowance to their Curates, as if they intend-

ed equally ro flarve both curate and peo-

ple". Mr. Pierce obferves yet farther,
"

they
" who have procured themfelves benefices may, in
" a manner, live as they pleafe. Several of our
"

prelent Bifhops, of eminent learning and piety,
*' who would be glad to proceed againft vicious
"
Clergy-men, and turn them out of their livings/

" find themlelves hindered by our laws from doing
"

it. Hence our nation abounds with difTolute
"
Clergy-men, the fhame of their Country, and

" the holy function". I may fubjoin to what has

been offered from the above writers, that a very

great part of the Epifcopal-Clergy are only Curates,

nieer Underlings, hired to do the work which, in

all reafon and confcience, ought to be done by o-

thers ; and atfolow a rate too, that, notwithftand-

ing the riches of the Church, they are, many of

them, by reafon of their poverty, made
"
contemp-

tible and bafe before all the people".

THUS rniferably lax is the Church's difcipline

refpecling the Clergy , and it's method of admi-

niftration is fuch, that, while this cominues, it will

be as vain a thing to attempt a reform in regard
of the Clergy, as the Laity. The government of

the former is in as ill a Hate, as the government
of the latter , and this, notwithftanding they have

fo many Bifhops at their head, fnper-intending and

direcling their conduct : And no wonder, as the

affair of difcipline is in the hands of Chancellors,
rather thanBilhops. Says theBifhop of Hereford,

*

If there be any thing in the office of a Bifhop to

be challenged peculiar to themfelves, certainly
it fhould be this, (excommunication) yet this is

" in

* Naked Truth, pag. 58,

&<

cc
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" in a manner quite relinquifhed to their Chancel-
"

lors, Laymen, who have no more capacity to
" fentence or abfolve a finner, than to diflblve the
" heavens or the earth, The Chancellor takes
* c

upon him to fentence not only Laymen, but

Clergymen alfo brought into his court for any
delinquency. And in the court of Arches, they" fentence even Biihops themftlves". He adds,

"
1 remember when the Bifhop of Wells, heanng
of a caufe corruptly managed, and coming into

court to recYifte it, the Chancellor Dr. Duck,
fairly and mannerly bid him be gone, for he

" had no power to a& any thing , and there-

withall pulled out his Patent, fealed by this

Bifhop's Predeceflbr, which frightened the poor

Bifhop out of the court", The edablifhmenc

of difcioline here muft therefore be different from
i

what it is at home, or it will be as truly incomplete
with a Bifhop at the head of the Clergy, as it is at

prefent without one ; and as inefficient for their

government, as the government of the Laity.

THE Dr. goes on to reprefent the necefTity of efta-

blifhing a ftricl difcipline in regard of the Clergy.
But what he has offered is far lefs weighty than one

would have expected in an affair he ieems to lay
fo great (trefs upon. He confiders the Church-

Clergy as either virtuous or vicious^ and, in either

cafe, lays,
tc the want of Biihops to fuper-intend

and govern them, is obvious at firft view".

SAYS he, in cafe of their being virtuous,
" if

"
they have NO NEED of a Bifhop to keep them to.

" their duty, yet fome caies will ariie, in which his

u direction will be ufeful and many cafes, where-

V in his fupport and encouragement will be need-

K 2
"
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V ful and in all cafes, his friendfhip and patronage
** will give life and fpirit to them in undergoing
^ the difficulties, and in performing the dunes, of
$* their function". But what is all this to the af-

fair of DISCIPLINE, the grand point in view ? The
pr's bufinefs here was, to (hew it to be NECESSARY
that STRICT DISCIPLINE fliould be eftabliihed

with refpect to the Clergy ; and he begins his ar-

gument with a cafe, wherein it is NOT NEEDED
AT ALL. Is this pertinent to. the propofcd fubjedfc

<of debate ? Might he not as well have lefc out

what he has here faid, as being little to the pur-

pofe ? Befides, the adyantange here represented by
the niiffion of a Bifhop is rather imaginary, than

real. Was there now a Bifhap in whatever pare
of America he would chufe, the Clergy would not-'

withftanding be varioufly cliftant from him fome
hundreds ot miles j infomuch that but few of them
could reap much benefit either by his direction,

encou.agement, or patronage -, very little more,
and with very little Ids difficulty, than if he wa$
in England.

5* .

As to the Clergy of a vicious character, the Dr.

goes
on to fay,

"
it is more i:nmrdia r

e!y nectfTary,
n account of the'fr, that

Epifccpal Government
ftould take place in America" And why ? The

following conilderations are mentioned.

s THE procefs of carrying on an accufation, and
Afterwards of fupporung ic, at io great a diltance,
muft be tedious and difficult, and, in fome cafes,

jrnay caufe thofe to efcape pumrhment who really
delerve it

49
. Is not this ajuit reprefentation of a

procrfs at home, though there are Biiliops there,

and die cafe may be carried on without a plea for
* j i

delay
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delay on account of this
"

great diftance" ? Have
not multitudes "

efcaped punifhment" by this

nieany-, who richly deferved it ? And is not this the

very reafon that Epifcopalians thernftlves, as well as

DifTenters, have often given, why there fhould be

3 refonn of the adminiftration of difcipline in the

Englifh Church ? Have they not long complained
of the difficulty, tedioufnefs and expence, occafion-

ed by the SPIRITUAL COURTS, and their manage-
ment by Lay-chancellors ? And this would be the

complaint here, riotwithftanding the prefence of a

Bifhop. The Dr. indeed fays,
" the cafe would

be different under an Epiicopate ; as then for any
grievance of this nature, the Church would have
an eafie and effectual remedy". Has not the

Church this ^
eafie and effectual remedy" at home,

under the government of Bifhops ? And yet, this

grievance continues, and there is no profpecl, at

prefent, of it's being removed. And the cafe

would probably be much the fame here, unlefs the

eftablifhed mode of difcipline mould be fo changed,
as to be quite different from what it is in England.
But, if an alteration is to be made, it is infinitely

reafonable, it fliould firft take place at home, where
it is moil needed. When it is effected there, ic

will be time enough to defire it here.

ANOTHER confideration the Dr. mentions is,
"

if

a Clergyman lhall difgrace his profefTion in an

open and fcandalous manner, a Bifhop refiding in

the Country might fufpend him immediately".

Why don't the Bifhops do it at home, as fcandalous

Clergymen are not uncommon there ? Befides,

Commifiaries might be veiled with "the power of

fufpenfion
-

3 and it is poffible thofe might be found,
who would exercife this power with as much wif-

3 impartiality and faithfulncfs, as Bifhops.
IT
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JT is added,
" and if, upon tryal, the cafe (hould

be round to de {erve it, he can proceed to deprive
him of his benefice, and not only filence and deprive
him, but excommunicate him from the fociety of
Chnftians". Obitrve, the caie muft be TRIED be-

fore the fufpended Clergy-man can be deprived,
filenced ^nd excommunicated. But where is this

cafe to be tried ? Can it be tried any wheie, con-

formably to the mode of the eftablifhed Church,
but in a SPIRITUAL COURT ? To this court it be-

longs to hear the cafe, and, if it appears proper, to

order the fentence of deprivation, or excommuni-
cation. It can be done by this court only ; and,
fhould the fufpendedClergy -man be able to procure
the Chancellor's judgment in his favor, he need
not ftar the whole power of the Bifbop, mould it

be everted againit him. Now, this fpiritual court

muft be ereded here, or the cafe mult be earned

home to iome court there. If it is to be carried

and fupported at home, the complaint cf " teci-

oufnefs and difficulty
5 '

will remain in full force.

If a court is erected here, it mud be quite changed
from what it is in England, or there will be (till

tedious difficuly, and great dxpence ; infcmuch

that, I doubt not, Epifcopalians themfcives would
foon be as earned in their ckfires to be delivered

from it, as they now are to have Bifhops.

IT is obferved dill farther,
" the Clergy's being

under the eye of thtii Bifhop will naturally tend
to make them, in general, more regular and dili-

gent in the difcharge of the duties ol their office".

If their being under the eye of the omniprefenr,
omniicient God, will not make them regular and

dilisenr, it is a vain thing to expect that rheir be-
^ **^ < f

ing under " the eye of their Bi(hop" fhould do ir.

It
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It certainly has not this effect at home ; and it is

not probable this would be the effect here. Be-

fides, it muft be by the help of a very ftrong figure
that they can be laid to be under "

their Bifhop's

eye, fo as to be much influenced by this confide-

ration, when, by far the greater part of them, are

fixed in cures, fome fifty, fome an hundred, and
fome two or three hundred miles from him ; as

th^ry mud continue to be in America, unlefs the

Church here has many more Bifhops than have
ever yet been talked of.

IN fine, it is faid,
" of thofe whofe characters are

juftly exceptionable, fome may probably be re-

formed by a Bifhop j and, as to others, they may
be eafily difplaced, unlefs it be the fault of the

people themfelves" The reformation of vicious

Clergy-men is not fo eafily effected. The BiQiops
at home find this to be a (ad truth. And no good
reafon can be given, why it mould be otherwife

here, though the Clergy had one or more Bifhops
at their head to govern them. As to the "

dif-

placing" unreformed Clergy-men, it has long been

complained of in England, as one of the greateft
difficulties , and the difficulty would be much the

fame in America, under the fame mode of admi-

niftring Church-difcipline ; and there can be no

other, unlefs the eftablifhed conftitution is departed
from. And if it may in one inftance, it may in

another ; and fo on until it has quite loft it's pre-
fent form.

I HAVE now taken notice of every thing the Dr;
has faid, in favor of an American-Epifcopate, up-
on the head of difcipline,znd cannot but think, it will

appear, that he has very much failed in what he

undertook
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undertook to prove. The furn of what he ha

offered, and of what has been replied, is this ;

He has honeftly declared, as
" the reftoration of

primitive diicipline cannot RATIONALLY BE AT-

TEMPTED, no attempt of this nature will be made
in regard of the Laity". And might he nor, for

the lame reafon^ in full force, have faid, neither

will it be attempted with reference to the Clergy ?

But though it can NO MORE RATIONALLY BE AT-
TEMPTED in regard of the one ihan the other ;

yet the eftablifhment of ftricl: diicipline, under art

Epifcopate, is pleaded for in regard of the Clergy,
to the intire neglect of the Laity. And why ?

Becaufe, if the Church has a Bifhop here, he can
*'

immediately fufpend a fcandalous Clergyman".
And might not a CommiiTary do the fame as well ?

And yet, this is all within the reach of a Bifhop's

power, in confiftency with the Church's conftitu-

tion. For, as to "depriving, filencing and excom-

municating a fuppofed fcandalous Clergyman, the

Bifhop can do neither of them, before TRYAL of
the cafe in feme SPIRITUAL COURT ; in confe-

quence of which, the Clergyman may be acquitted,
and his fufpenfion taken off, even in oppofition to

the remonftrance of the Bifhop himfelf. As to
"

direction, encouragement, patronage, and refor-

mation, by being tinder the eye of the Bifhop",

they do not belong to the affair of "
ftricl:

difcipfine" ; fo that however ufeful a Bifhop might
be in thefe refpects, it is nothing to thepurpofe in

that view of the argument it was propofed to be
here confidered. The Public will now judge be*

tween us.

THE Dr. proceeds to the affair of ordination, the

want of which, he fays, is
" a greater difadvantage,

if
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Sf pofllble,
than the want of a regular Government^

And why ? For the following rcafons.

ONE is,
" the danger of crofting the Atlantic^

without which none can be admitted to

orders". And the danger, in this refpecr, he re

prefents,
ec however trifling in it's appearance id

fome" to have been fo formidable "
in the appre-

henfion of others, that it has deter'd them from

attempting to obtain ordination". He then tells

us,
" the voyage has proved fatal to near a fifth

part of thofe who have gone for holy orders". I

have never heard of more than two to whom the

fea proved fatal. If eight more loft their lives by
ficknefs, it is no more than they might have done
if they had tarried at home. But be the "

danger'*

great or fmall, there is good reafon to believe, the

going to England for ordination is rather an ad-

vantage, than difadvantage to the Church in regard
of it's being fupplied with minifters. .As to my-

felf, I fhould efteem it a happy circumftance in the

cafe, was I inclined to take orders ; and many I

have mentioned it to have declared themfelves to

be of the fame mind. And, were it proper, I

could name fome Candidates for the miniftry a-

mong us, who have been tempted, by profeflbrs

of the Church to receive Epifcopal ordination,

with this motive in fpecial, that they would have

a FINE OPPORTUNITY TO SEE ENGLAND. 1C

Ihould feem from hence, as though going home
for orders may be confidered by Epifcopalians,
cither as an advantage,or difadvantage,according to

the turn they have in view to ferve for the prefent.

ANOTHER reafon is,
" the expence of the

Voyage, which cannot be reckoned at lefsa uport
L art
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an average, than one hundred pounds flerling to
Aj .

', , , .

'

i <j

each perlon ,
And this is aggravated by the con-

fideration, that " the expence rcuft generally fall

upon iirch, as, having already expended the greateil

part of their pittance in their education, will find

it extremely hard to raife a fufficient fum for the

purpolc". I candidly luppoie the Dr. had never

ieen, or, if he had, did not remember at the time

of writing, the account of the Society, publifhed
In J7o6, in which they fay, pag. 74.

^
all young

Students in thofe parrs (meaning the Colonies)
who defire Epifcopal ordination, are invited into

England ^ and their EXPENCES in corning and re-

turning are to be defrayed by the Society". Ac-

cording to this i.ivitcuion, there is no hardfhip, as

to the article of "
expence", that can be complain-

ed of, unlefs abfurclly, but by the Society them-
felves ; and they can have jud reafon fcr com-

plaint, as the money they expend in this way
is as properly bellowed, as in iupport of the Mif-

ilonaries themfelves.

A FARTHER reafon is, that,
* 6 under thefe dif-

couragements, there has always been great diffi-

culty in fupplying the Church with Clergy-m-en,
and there always muil be". Several inftances are

mentioned in illustration of this, taken from Pen-

fylvania, New-Jerfey, and North-Carolina", where,
as " Governor Dobbs informed the Society, in

1764, there were but fix Clergymen, though there

were twenty-nine Parifhes, and each Panfh con-

tained a whole County". The Dr. very juiily

obferves,
" other realbns may have contributed to

this want of Clergymen" ; but it fs really itrange
he fhould fay,

"
it has always been principally ow-

ing to the great difficulty of obtaining ordination".

if
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If this has been fo
"
great a difficulty", how comes

it to pals, that thr NVw England-Colonies havfc

all along been, and now are, fupplied with Miffion-

aries
-, infomuch, that there arc few, if any Chur-

ches, but.are provided with them ? Why mould the

difficulty be fo very great in o'her Provinces, and

none a: all in the New- England ones, or fo incon-

fiderable as to be eafiiy got over ? If it was in it-

feif a real and great difficulty, it's operation would
be as powerful in thefe Colonies, as rhe other

Oiher raufes mud certainly be fought for, in or icr

to account for this want of a fupply of rninifters.

And it is eafie to point them out ; mare e
r
pcciaily

in regard of " North -Carolina", which is far more

fparingly provided for, than euher Penfylvania, o

New J-rfey. The Society has comparatively neg-
Jetted this Colony, though it's circurnftances mod
"importunately called for their pious and charitable

care, being deftitute of the means of falvation in a

degree that was never known in the more northern

parts of America. Thefe, though in as full enjoy-
ment of the worlhip of God, and the inftituted

means of grace, in all their towns and villages, as

the people i;i England, have yet been parrakers of

the Society's charity in fuch brge rr.eafures' as to

incapacitate them from siving fo full a fupply of
4- *_? l^^jl L X *

Clergymen to the or her Colonies, as perhaps they

might ha>/e been willing" to have done. The view

indeed of the Society has been to epifcopize thefe

Colonies, and this they have made their great,
bufinefs ; infomnch, that (hould it be accomplifned,
IT WILL THEM HAVE BEEN BROUGHT TO THE
HAPPY ISSUE INTENDED, as wr are told, in pbui
words, by the-Bifhop of L.indarT, in- his Socicty-

fermon February .767. The Society's capacity
of

iupporting MifTionarics is not inexhauilable ^

2
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upon which account, it is no wonder they cannot

provide for fuch numbers in the more northern

Colonies, and fend a needful fupply alfo to the

fouther'n ones. 1 his, 1 believe, is, at bottom, the

chief reafon of rhe want of [VliiTionaries in the places

Complained of-Another reafon may be, the want

pf care in the Church-people to educate their Ions

for the miniftry, owing, 1 fuppofe, to their appre-

hending they would not, in this way, be fo well

provided fo^ as they fiiould denre Another rea-

Jon ftiil may be, the infufficiency of the temptation,
in moil caies, to influence Candidates among us to.

go over to the Church, They have a better prof-

pedt in continuing with us, than they would have

Should they change fides, and become Epsicopali-
3ns. I (hall only add, 1 never heard the difficulty
of obtaining ordination given as a reafon againil

going foi it, by any one in this pait of America.
.And I am pqriuaded, h is now mentioned chiefly in

a Ipeculative way, as carrying with it aplaufible ap-

pearance co thole who are Grangers to |he Country.
4

IT is farther mentioned, jjs a u more glaring dif-

advantage, that it is impoffible a Bifiiop, refiding
5p England, fhould be iufficiently acquainted with

?he characlers of thofe who go home from this

Country for holy orders". And to this catife it ia

attributed,
" thar ordination has been fometimes

fraudulently and furreptitipufly obtained by fuch

wretches, as are not pnly a fcandal to the Church,

lpi\t a difgrace to the human fpecies". It is faid s

potwit[iRanding the "
greateil care and circum

fpeclica have fucceflively (petn exercifed by the

V Biihops pf LGndon 3 inftances have happened^
**

wherein perfons have produced inEngland ample
ij. \yriuen Credentials of their pious and orderly



6C

c

The Appeal to the Public anfwered. 85

5< converfation, whofe lives have been notorioufly
' c infamous in this Country , and after having been
ic inverted with the facred office,they have been fenc
" back to take the charge of the fouls of others, in

profecution of which work, they have acted as if

they had not, or imagined that they had not, any
*c fouls of their own". Had fuch a charge been,

publicly exhibited against the Society's Million a ries

by thole of the Prefbyterian or Congregational per-

fufion, it would, however refpectable they might be

for their virtuous integrity, have been diregarded
at home, and efteemed by Epifcopalians here a furc

argument of inveterate enmity to theChurch. But

they can themfelves freely fay that, which, if others

had only fuggefted, they would have bitterly ex-

clairned againft them. There may have been Mif-

fionaries, whofe character is here juftly defcribed $

but, 1 be!ieve,it would be found,upon examination,
that they were natives of England or Ireland, and

fent from home, from whence they mud have had

their ample Credentials, if they had any, and not

from thisCountry. I know of none,who have gone
from America, at lead this part of it, to whom the

above defcription can be juftly applicable , nor am
I, at prefent, inclined to think, it is

ftriclly true in

regard of any of them,
i

IN order to give the matter a flill more plaufible

appearance, it is faid,
* 6

in fuch a Country as Ame-
rica, an artful man may fbmetimes be able to pro-
cure teftimonials in his favor, figned by a compe-
tent number of fuch CLERGYMEN and others as a

Billiop of London will not know how to object a-

gainlt". What there is in
" fuch aCountry as this",

jiiore than in other Countries, to favor a wicked art-

ful man in prqcuring fuch teftimonials of his pious
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and regular life as
" a Bifhop of London would not

object againft", the Dr. has nor pointed our, and

1 am utterly at a lols to know his meaning here $

but it is eafie to know thus much, chat, he has

Shamefully rtrfleded on the Epifcopal-Clergy, by
faying, that th's artful man, \vhofe life had been

notorioufly infamous in ihisCouutry, might be able

to get a &t

competent- number of their-" to fign
teltinionials o\ his chnfhan good converfanon.-*-

Nay , he makes his artful fecker of orders infa.mous

to in high a degree of guilt? as even to FORGE
teftirnonials in his own favor. And to this he at-

tnbu.es "thejucqjfs of lorne adventurers from the

Colonies, who have obtained ordination^ ar,ii thea
returned to America to diferace themfelves, and

' CT1

the Church 59
. Ic is ilrange to ice, when men have

an end in view [heir her- i is let upon, vt-hst lengths
they will go in laying thofe filings, which, if laid

by others, would be attributed to the powerful in-

fiu-.-j'-. t o in;Lktcred hatred and malice. The Dr.

has pairued the MiiTicnarifs, feme of ther/i a ieail,

in the blacked colors. They were never viewed,

\>y thtt v. enemies the Church ever had, in a

light lo
glaringly bad. It is very much doubted,

even by thefe, whether an inftance can be given of
a fingle pe'.-fon, fo infamoufly vile, as to go ftorn.

America with FORGED CRJED.NETIALS, ir. order to

obtain ordination. Oi;e there was who came from

England with a FORGED LICENCE to preach , and
he was as notcri'jus a (inner as ever p:r.p'ianed a

pulpit ; bur we never heard, in
_

this
p.irt of i}\c

wor Id ^ of any o n e w h o fargedC \ ed e n t i a is f om hence
lo come over with orckrs to oi5( iatc ^s a miniucr.

BUT if it Ihonld be fuppofed, tlui: ine v/hole of
i .

what is here laid is exactly and literal^ truet might
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not the cafe be the fame was there a Bifhop iii

America ? The greater p.:rt by far of thole who
would go to him for orders, would be as unknown
to him, by region of their great diflance from his

feat, as to a Bifhop in England. He mud there-

fore depend .upon teftimonials from others, and

thefe might he forged^ or procured no one knows

how \ and there would be liitie lefs danger of ic

than there is now. It is certain, many notorioufly
wicked perfons in England, vaiily more in pro-

portion than in America, have found ways, by

forging teftimonials, or by procuring them, to ufe

the Dr's phrafe,
" God knows how", to get into

holy orders ; and this, though they are much near-

er the ordaining Bifhop, than mod of thofe can be,

in the Colonies^ who may want, and go from them,

And the like legerdemain might as eafily be pracl-
ifed here as there. I know of nothing, if it be

fuppofed that men are abandoned to all fenfe of

God and religion, to hinder it. Befides, Com-
miiTaries might as well prevent this mifchief as

Bifhops, fo far as it can be prevented. And a

Bilhop of London would be no more in danger of

being impofed upon by fuch infamous wretches,
than a Biihop in America, if he would give orders

to none but fuch as came recommended by a Com-
miffary. In this cafe, one muft be a fool, or mad-

man, fnould he forge teftimohials under his name ;

becaufe he would immediately be detected upon
his returning hither.

UPON the whole, the Dr. appears to have been
as deficient in his arguing upon the head of ordi-

nation, as difcipiine. He does not pretend, in his

reafoning, that the Church will be deprived of the

benefit of ordination, Ihould there be no Bifhop
in
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in the Colonies. All he goes upon is the "
danger

and expence" that attend the obtainment of it ;

and that the Epifcopal Churches would be in

greater danger of having vicious Clergymen ob-

truded on them. Enough, I truft, has been faid

to (hew, that thefe are pretences, rather plaufiblc

in appearance, than carrying with them real and

great weight.

BUT mould the whole of what theDr. has offered

be allowed it's full force, without the lead abate-

ment, there is no other hardmip, or difficulty, in

the cafe, than what naturally refults from pro-
fefied principles,

and muft unavoidably follow up-
on them, unlefs an eftablifliment is purpofely made
in their favor. The only proper queftion therefore

is, whether fuch an eftablimment, at fuch a diftance

from the acknowledged fupreme head of the

Church of England, efpecially in the prefent flate

of the American Colonies, may be thought wife,

expedient, or politic ? It appears to us fuch incon-

veniences, or rather mifchiefs, will be the atten-

dants on it, as to make it no ways proper or fir.

What thefe are mall,in it's due place,be particularly
mentioned as fo many reafons or objections againft
an American Epifcopate,



ANSWER to SECTION IV. fn which
_t||

unparalleled Hardship of this Caie is rcpr's*

fentedi

THE.
Dr. feems to think, that he has here

.mod " fruitful fubjecl: for declamation"

though he declines to "
proceed. in this way", and

has it in defign to Ci
(late arguments and fa els for

She confideration of the Public"., If he had -kept
this defign (leadily in view, he would have given
us Icf* declamation, and more reafoning thac was

folid.

, .

'

* ,

HE begins with "
making an appeal to the con*

fciences of men in behalf of the Church". And
here, if he had fairly

"
itated. the fadl", he might

eafily have known, the queftion he puts could not

have b~en anfwcred in his favor, upon an impar-
tial, thorow attention to it. The faft placed in it's

tru? point of light .is this. The greater part by
far of the Fpi'copal-Churches, in thofe vaitly ex-

tended, and well inhabited, parts of America, reach-

ing from Penfylvania fouthward, to Nova-Scotia

northward, fubfifts chiefly upon the pious help of

the Society at home, at the expence, it may be, of

fjires thoufand pounds ilerlin^ per annum ; they
cannot have fuch Bilhops placed at their head as

M the
'
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they would defire, at a much lefs additional annual

expence of pious charity -,- and, leaft going to

England for ordination by a Bifhop, conformably
to Epiicopalian-pfincipleSj mould be difcouraging,
as it would be attended with charge, the Society
has publicly invited into England all young Stu-

dents in thefe parts, who defire holy orders ; de-

claring, THAT THEIR EXPENCE IN COMING AND
RETURNING IS TO BE DEFRAYED BY THE So-

CIETY. This is the fact jufdy ftated 5 and, in this

view of it, I believe, no denomination of chriftians,

under like circumftances, in his Majefly's domini-

ons, or in any part of the earth, would think them-
felves in the leaft injured on account of the expence

attending the obtainmeht of ordination. Inftead

of crying out *'

perfecution ! intolerable griev-
ance" ! they would rather, if they had a juft fenfe

of obligation feel the bonds of gratitude, and ac-

knowledge they were kindly dealt with. There
could be no roorn s in this cafe, to lament the ima-

ginary hardthip of" not being allowed a Clergy-
man without paying a fine of an hundred pounds
flerling on his admiillon to orders". And as to
" the dangerous procefs that has proved fatal to a

fifth part" of thofe who have entered upon ir, ii is

really ftrange the Dr. mould again bring it to view.

It is no other than that common danger which
thoufands voluntarily expcfe themfelves to, tho*

they have nothing more in profpecl, than the plea-
fure of feeing foreign Countries. Befides, this was
much more than an ordinary fatality ; and may
not happen again for hundreds of years. Surely,
the Dr. muft needs be at a lols for fomething
weighty to fay, or he would not have fo enlarged

upon this comparative trifle, and painted it in

fuch hideous colors. And, notwithftanding this

mighty
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inigruy grievance, I am verily perfuaded, the grea-
ter part of thofe who are deftrous of holy orders,
was ic at the^r option, would much rarherchufe to

pxpofe themfelves to the danger of going to Eng-
land to obtain them, than to be put into them here.

The gratification of their curiofuy, by being in

England, and getting aquainted with Gentlemen
ofwjrth and learning there, would be a much

Wronger motive to excite them to go, than the

danger of going would be to keep them at home.

THE Dr. in a ftufh of seal, had fpoken of the

neceftuy of going home for orders as "
perfecu-

tion". He feems, upon being a little more cool,

to retract that word, as
" the grievance in queftion

does not ariic from any pofuive exertion of civil

power" j but (till, it is
"
fomething as bad in it's

natural confcquences**. And, being again fudden-

ly fired,
"

queftions, whether the word perfecuti-
ons ever exterminated a fifth part of the Clergy in

any Country" , as if accidental misfortunes, men,
in all parts of the world, readily run the hazard of,

upon motives far kfs important, than, thofe go

Upon who dtfire holy orders, might be compa*.
red to a .formal perfection designed to extermi-

nate a whale Clergy, though it fluuld take effccl:

u )on a fifth part only. The Dr. certainly forgoc
he intended to argue, or he could not have fubfti-

tuted in the room of it the meer fiighi
of a warm-

imagination.

HE goes on $n the fame extravagant ft rain, fay-

ing,
"

it there are any points, in which the reafoa

v and common fenfe of mankind can be fupppfed
C to agree, this muft unqueftionably be one, thac

cc the Church of England in America, under Che
46 bcfore-raentioned diladvantages, although noc

M % l! feraallf
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54
formally perfecufed, is in a npoft wretched and,

"
deplorable condition". It may, on the contrary'^

be afermed as a mod unquedionable truth, and in

much better agreement with the common fenfc of

mankind, that the Epifcopal Churches, in moft of

she Colonies, are favored and cliflinguilhed far be-

yoncl any other Cii.urch.es of \vhatever cenomina-

tion on the Continent., ^3 the mod of them, in fuch

ColoniesJ 'are preferved in being by a vaftly ex-

pen five charity ; on which account, in (lead of figlf-

Ing ouc groans, they have abundant reafon for the

nioit era.ci'ul acknowledomencs.,
C> V . . . . .. , . , < . I^J . .

V'

'

*
"r

HE farther fpsaks of it as <c an aggravation of

iheir unhappinefs, that it appears to be altu^ether

unprecedented j they beirg fingled cut from
chc pecple upon earth t^ be made the Grit exam-

ple of it
:V If the Church \vas really in th?t

*
.

. . * *7 *~ f ~

wreCchtd deplorable (late" he \7ould reprefenr5

dnd if it'waG owing to 3o'wnrighr pofitive perfe-

G^itiGii, : is Unaccountably ftrange he ffiould men-
tion it ai'

tj an unprecedented cafe
?>

, and cefcribe the

Church cs
t

fingled 01;:' for the firft example o?

it'
5

. Did he '"never fiear of the ir; (-nirely mere

oifVeflecl condi:ion of great 'numbers that were

deprived, un.ed.,* iaiprifoned, and, in other wayr: s

rnoft cruelly dealt \vi.th, in the days of ihofe hard^--

hcarccd Arch-B;(liop3, Parker, Bancroft, White-

Sifr, and Laud ?
* Did He'never hear of any bar-

^

barous

<c Under the iirft of thefe Arch-Bifnop?, above nn ico ;
f

under the fecond, above 300 pious and learnfd men D

jjot only members, but miniflcrs of the Church, were
filencecs (ufp.er'ded,, admonifhcd, .deprived, many of

t;hem loaded with grievous and heavy fines, and flint up
wh^re they expired fiov/ly through peruiy
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barous acts patted in the Reign of King Charles IT.

fubjecting multitudes of Clergymen and others to

harafhips and fufterings, not to be thought of with-

out horror ?
* Did he never hear, what ic was that

occafioned

and want. And what were the crimes which drew
this dreadful iljrm of Epifcopal vengeance on them ?

Nothing but their fcruples about the furplace and the

cap* about lowing at the name ofjefus, about Cbrift
r

s

defcent into hell*, and fuch-Lko momentous points".*
DiiTent. Qent. anfwer, pag. 76.

*
By one of thcfe act 3, no lefs than TWO THOUSAND

i minifters, many of them men of fhining accomplifli-

ments, and all of them v/eli fpoken .of for their pisty,
wsre turned out pf their living? in one black day,

\vhereby both they, and their families, became liable to

ftarve for want of the necsliuries of life.' By another,

they were banimsd five -.miles from any Ci/y, Borcugb9

or Church, in which they had before miriiftred ; whereby
it was put very much out cf the power of their neigh-*
bours and friends to afford them their charitable relief.

By another act frill, as though no' cruelty Was too fc-

vere, they w.re forbid meeting for the wbrfhip of God
any where but in Epifcopal Churches, and under the

penalties of heavy fines, irnprifonrnents, and even ba4

nifhment to for~i.gr\ Countries. .

<c in confequence of
** thefe cruel aclsvaft numbers of pious Clergymen,
* 6 with multitudes cf their people, were laid in prifons

amcfig thieves and ccmmon malefactors, v/here they
fufFered the greateft -hardfhips, indignities, oppreffi-
ons ; their houfes rudely riffled, their goods made
a prey to hungry informers, and their families given

<

up to beggery and want. An efiimate was publiflied
cc of near EIGHT THOUSAND proteftant diflenters, who
<{ had perifiied in prifon, in the Reign only of Charley
tc II. By fevere penalties inflicted on them for aiT^m-
"

bling to worfliipQod, they fufFered in their tadc and
cc

cftates, in the compafs of a few year?, at leaft TWO'
t MILLIONS ; and a lift of SIXTY THOUSAND prfons
cc was taken, who had fufFered on a religious account,
c; betwixt the

refit/ration and the revsluiiajt'. Dificnt,

Gent. anfw. to White, pag. 83, 84.

<c

C'

CC
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occafioned the removal of our fore-fathers fron)

their native land, to this part of the new, and then,

deioiate world ? That they fled hither, as to 3

place of fate retreat from the oppieffive power of

tyrannifing Bifhops ', chufing rather to expofe
themfclves to external hardlhips and dangers, fadly

grievous, and extraordinarily frying, than wrong
their conferences by fubmittjng to rnter human
impoiitions in the worfhip of their maker ? Hav-

ing now heard thefe things, if he never heard of

them beiore, will he not fufped, whether the

reprefentanon he has made of the "
deplorably

wretched condition" of the Chi rch in America, is.

not a little romantic ? Let it be fuppofed, to give
his account it's full weight, that, in the courfe of

fixty years, fifty-two perions have gone to England
for orders, at the expence of one hundred pounds

flerling each'; and that ten of thefe were fo unfor-

tunate as to loft* their lives in the adventure Le
it be fuppofedj that the Church will be full liable

fo the fame danger & expence, without a B;ihop.~
Let u be fuppofed full farther, that this (larger and

expence may be looked upon as great a grievance,

as, in the na'.ure of the thing, it can be. And
after all, will the cafe be " an unprecedented one'* ?

Is this " the fir ft example" of a ct condition fo,

^'retched and deplorable" t Is the expence of a

few thcufands in fixty years, to be compared with
the heavy fines that have been impofcd upon fuch

multitudes, at one time and another, for a muck
longer {pace ? Is this difficulty, attending the alTair

of ordination, to befet in, competition with being
filenced. turned out of livings, lent to filthy jails,

and confined rhere to perifli through poverty and

rmfery, which has been the cafe of thoufunds ? -

To fpeak of a few comparatively fmall inconveni-.-
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cnces, (to make the moil of them) as arguing a
" condition wretched beyond all precedent", is to
"

declaim", not to reafon ; and to do it too in a

manner that is really ridiculous. I would alk the

Dr. yet farther, are not the Diilenters at home, e-

ven to this day, in a far worie condition than the

Church now is, or ever was, here, if th-ir cafe be

confidered in it's mod aggravated height ? What
is an HUNDRED POUNDS iterling for FIFTY-TWO

Clergymen each, in the courfe of SIXTY YEARS, in

companfon with the HUNDRED THOUSAND pounds

(terling, many times told, the Differ. cers have

paid, in that time, towards the fupport of the

EPISCOPAL-CLERGY, befides maintaining their

own ? And what is a much greater grievance ft ill,

are they not, by
" the pofitive exertion ot cvil

power", deprived of their natural rights as men,

by not being permitted, while they act conforma-

bly to the dictates of their confciences, to fuftain

any poft, ekher of honor or profit, in the kingdom
of South-Britain ? Perhaps, thefe hardmips, being
endured by DifTenters only, may be thought wor-

thy of little or no notice* But DifTenters, to u(e

the Dr's own words, upon another occafion,
" have

the fame feelings, the fame fenfibility with other

perfons, and are equally affected with any fuffer-

ings". Upon the whole, it is highly extravagant,
I might rather fay, to a great degree ludicrous, to

fpeak of the Church, in America, as
" without a

precedent", in point of grievance, mould what has

been faid be confidered, in all it's force, w.thout

the leaft abatement. But, if viewed in ii's proper

ligh% as accompanied with the mitigations, and

leffenings that have been mentioned, it will appear,
if at all a grievance, but a very light one ; and fo

mixt with kindnefs as to give occafion rather for

gratitude, than comoUint.
THE
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THE Dr. having endeavoured to work upon.thfc

pp.fiions.of
the people, now comes to try. his fkill

upon thofe in power. He begins with claiming
ic as the right of Epifcopalians here to be *' con-

fidered as equal with the foremolt, in every due

exprefiion
of fidelity and loyalty". We won't con-

tend with, him, while he only makes tht-m "
equal",

not fupeiior, to the other denominations of men in

the Country
-

3 who clleem themfelves as itiongly
bound to fidelity and loyalty ,

to the Bntifh Crown,

upon the "
principles .of.Clmftianity", as well as

fioni <c

prefenc .intereit and inclination". .
If he

really meant no refkcTionj when he faid,
" no

trumpet of fedition was .ever heard to found from
our pulpits no words of feditioo have been, iufter-

cd more privately to be Jown in our houfes"> as

he fee rns to, declare in a marginal note, we will find

no fault 5 though fome are difpofed to think, he
would not have expreficd himielf in this manner,
unlefs he had intended an infinuation, that fome>

thing of this nature had been done by others.

. -f r- - '-r- *
'

'

HAVING thus proclaimed the extraordinary .loy-

alty of the Church, he proceeds to the work of ex-

pollulation.
*' If then the Church of England in

44 America is not diftinguifhed by the want of duty
45 and affection to the Government, why mould ic

" be thus diftinguidied and lligma.tized by the

'"want of thofe religious privileges, which are

\ granted to all other denominations of chriilians

whatever, in the Britifh dominions'* ? Strangers
to the real flate of things in the Country would
be naturally and obvioufly led, by what is here

faid, to imagine, that fome great difference was

fojitively made, by the Government at home, be-

cwixt Epifcopalians in the Colonies^ and other de-

nominations

cc

(C
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*

. i .

~

nominations of chriftians ; favoring the latter,, and

putting feme CI

ftigmatizing" mark upon the for-

mer : Whereas the truth is, they are allowed the

fame liberty with all Bother peifuafions, and .do,

wiih as much freedom from -mpleftatiqn, worfhip
God in the precife way they themfelves are pleaied
to chufe. All the difference is,

:our principles do not

hamper us with thofe objected difficulties, their'$

expoie them to. He goes on,
u in our petitioning

for B'ofhops, all that we afk for our felves, is wh^t
has been freely granted to others, what has beea
refufcd, to none elfe who have applied, for it".

'

\^c
know cf nothing that has been granted to others^
and refufed to none, but what is equally granted
to them, and has never been refufed. No deno-
mination -of chriftians in the Colonies ever afkeda
or defired, mor than ;free liberty to ferv'e.Gbd con-

formably; to she dictates of their conferences 5 and
this liberty the Church enjoys, in common : with
all oihers. No; they are not upon >ari

"
equal

footing'* wirh their neighbours. So it (hould feern

theDr. thinks, by what immediately follows. Says
he,

" we requeft only the liberty of enjoying the
** inftitutions of our Church, and thereby of being
14
put upon an equal footing with our neighbours *

ct with the various fects of Englifh diflenters, who
" have the full enjoyment of their refpeclive forms
st of Ecclefiaftical government and discipline -and
8C even with the Moravians and Papifts, who are
*'

feverally allowed a Biftiop'V It may; be perti-

hently.a&ed here, what inftitution of the Church
is not enjoyed here, faye only confirmation, which
the Dr. has thought proper to pafs over, leaving
it out of the prefent debate ? As to <6

difcipline'
3

and "
ordination", he does not complain, as in

juftice he could not, of the real want of either
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but the only complaint is, that the former is in-

complete without a Bifhop, and the latter attended

with inconvenience. And is there no difference

between NOT ENJOYING AT ALL thefe inftitmions

of the Church, and enjoying them partially and
with inconvenience ? Be fides, whence does it arife,

that Epifcopalians do not enjoy the inftitutions cf

religion as fully and completely as the other denomi-
nations of chriftians ? Can it, with the lead appear-
ance of reafon, be afcribed to any peculiar favtir

the government has (hewn to thefe denominations,
to the exclufion of them ? Far from it. It is the

natural refuk from their own principles, and not

tit all owing to any diftinclion that has been made
between them and other chriftians.

IT will, perhaps, be faid here, if, according to

the principles they profefs, they 'cannot fully enjoy
the inftitutions of the Engliih Church without a

Biiliop at their head, why fhoukl they be denied

one ? I anfwer, for reafons that fhall hereafter be

mentioned, which, I would hope, will be thought
fnfficient by indifferent judges* In the mean time,
I would only fay, if the KING, who is acknowledg-
ed by Epifcopalians to be the head of the Church
in America, as well as England, does not fee fit, in

his great wifdom, to favor them beyond any other,

of his fubjects in the Colonies, as he rnuft do b^
lending them Biiliops, which, though fpiritual offi-

cers, are yet greatly expenfive ones, why mould

they make fuch bitter complaints ? It would not

argue their being over-modeft, if they efteemed

him as good a judge of what was proper to be done
in this cafe, as themfclves. Poffibly, he may think

greater inconveniences would attend the fettlement
**-*

fan Epifcopate, at fo great a diftance from him^
than
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than thole that are confequent upon the prefent want
of ir. Poffibly, he may be apprehenfive, it might

prove an occation of "
bitterne*?., envy, anger,.

wrath, clamor, ftrife, and evil-fpeaking", thole
" works of the flc-fli", which are defbuc-Vive of all

true religion. Pofflbly, he may fear fome ill effects

relative to the '(late. But, whatever the reafons;

are, which reftrain his Majefly from eftablifcing

Bifhops in America, his wile pieafure mould cer-

tainly make ihem eafie ; efpecially, as they own
fiim to be the iupreme Governor of the Church.

aggravation of theChurch's "
unprecedented

551

bardfhip, the Dr. goes on to fay, in
"

apoftolic

times", care was taken to form chriftian?, as they
increafed, into <c

proper Eccletiaftical diltricls, and
to appoint Bilhops- for each

s?

. If he means, that,

as
cc the number of difciples was multiplied", they

were " added to the Churches
53

in thefe and thole

places, which had paflors at their head ; or were
tormed into new Churches with pallors over them,
this is very true

;
And we heartily wi(h, that all

the Churches in America had fuch Paftors, or Bi-

fhops. But if he intends, that chrifrians were, in

thole days,
ct formed into diflricts wlch Bifhops

over them", in any meafure conformable to the
*

manner of the Church of England, cr tjiat which
is intended for die Church in America, he is grofly
miaaken. There were then no fuch diflricts or

Bilhops. And if we purfue the hiftory of the

Church, through the times that rosy, with any
propriety, be called truly primitive, we fliall meet
with no in(lance of this kind j nor can an inilance

be produced, until there had " come a falling a-

way fir ft", and that
" man of fin" began to be 64 re-

", who hath oppofed himfclf to all that is

N a calk4
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called God 5 or that is worfhipped , fo that he, as

God/has.fet in the temple of God, fhewing that

he wasiliimfelf God".

: -;,-:;;".-.
THE Dr. by recuring to the * c records of Pa

ganiim apd Mahometan^.:-**', to magnifce the neg*
lel- of die" Church iai Afsfencs

'.by:
-his fuperiors in

England^ is both ungrateful and unreafonable.

He;is'ungra!leful, as they havefqr rnorethaq fixty

veer's .been e^prcifing their pious regards to ir,: by
expending, at- the lor/eft computation, thirty thou-

fand pounds iierling to promote it's growth.. .And
Me; is a^r^uMeatenable, in that, notwithilandins the'

' *3"

drfcovery of ib" iilbch concern for the .Church in

ihe- ;C01onies 9
i he --would make them- even worfe

e:v:.n
-^

Pag'ans'^'orv^ Mahometans", becaufe they

q5:itorgfatine
/BkfDndt,cieiires -in eilablilhing an

M^iM^'^^-hK|ev^ft^t'
>

thl''mo^5 of the Church at

-Let ftYe take 'this opportunity to remind
. cute for all^ that, as it lies- witli nhe {Ciwq fi

\vhether they ihall, or ihall nor,- have Bjmdps in

.A :V t t.j'5ca, '-all: Kis -complaints 'finally.:
terminate on:

^l^v:v--F6r- :
; i-hh'-re'afoii, I coykj wifh' he -had ex*

fr^iT-d :more' dutiful reverence 'towards his Spve-

;gb-,
-than :o charge him

?
as he does virtually, and

^rJity of conflruttion^ with treating the Church
her^ ^wilh--;-

3 '

I7!\I'?AIiALI,2L5t) HARDSHIP \ P5R-:

'^scuu^io^ c^'what ; is* *.s- BU\D^' IH IT'S CONSE-

y'E-fiifc$&3$ ye3,-
;

7;ith NEGLECT so. GRIEVOUS as

nik .o t^@ r^..., 3E:fTiD",'either by PAGANS, or
> '

* "
A

^A^oiiitT^^fe/ , It 13 Hoped, ?he Clergy of
England; hv their addrefs to his.

aia* -f
i

:okch--ra -hirn, 'iltS
'

more decency, and
:

'

.

.

.
.;.



ANSWER to SECTION V. affigning Rca-

fons why the Church in America has beets

thus negledted.

HIS Se6lion would ha^e been wholly pafled
over, as we have no concern with the more

immediate contents of it, but that the Dr. has,
here and there, rnixt with his reafons, why the
Church has been fo greatly neglected, forne mat-
ters of

intelligence it may be fit tp take into con-

fideration,

THE firft I would mention is thus expreffed,
C the propriety of fending a Bifhop to thefe Colo-

nies", that is, the Colonies that were fettled by
thofe who had an averfion to Epifcopal govern-
ment,

"
will be difputed by none". This is no-

thing more than a rattle to pleafe children with.

If a Bifhop is fenr, will he have nothing to do in

thefe Colonies ? Will they not be part of his Dio-
cefs ? Will not the Epifcopal-Churches in them,
at lead their Clergy^ be under his infpe&bn and

government P All that can be meant, by the " ac-

knowledged impropriety" of fending a BSftiop to

thefe Colonies, is only this, that it may not be

proper he fhould, at prefent, have his feat here.

But ftill, he will be a cqrnpletely fettled at the

head
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s,head of the Epifcopal Clergy, within thefe bounds

as in the other Colonies ; and will have the fame

right of fuper-intending and governing them. So

that, if his place of reficJence fhould not be here,

his power will ; ar.d it will be the fame, in all it's

exercifes, as in any of the other Provinces : Ncr
re we fo deftitute of forefight as not to fee, that

it will be thought as tfc

proper", a Bifhop fhould

have h\s feat in thefe Colonies, as in any of the o-

thcr, whenever a fit opportunity, with promifing
circumflances, ihall prelent,

ANOTHER piece of intelligence we are let into

is, that however *'
negligent" and ^

ftupid" the

Epifcopalians here have been, about the affair of

an Epilcopate in America, it has engaged the at-

tention of their fuperiors at home for inore than

Hxty years.
" The worthy Society, to whom the

nation, and the chriilian world in general;, are un r

der great obligations, and to whole unexampled
-liberality, indefatigable application, and amazing
perfeverance, the Church of England owes it's

VERY EXISTENCE, at this day, in SOME OF THE
COLONIES" ; I fay, this Society in particuLr has

inoft heartily and vigoroufly employed it's pains in

profecution of this good work, by
"
making all

proper reprefentations of the cafe to Qiieen Ana
in her day" ; by

Ci

purchafing a houte in New-
Jerfey, for the refidcnce of a Bifliop" feme time

after ; by
tc

obtaining an order from the Crown
for a bill to be drawn, and laid before the Parlia-

ment for eflabliming an American Epifcopate ; by
attempting the fame thing, with the lame fpirit,

the next reign, and with an encouraging profpect
of fuccefs" : And the tc venerable Patrons and

Supporters of the Church in America", this fame-

worthy
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Worthy Society,
" have continued to keep fight of

this great object, and have been WATCHINCJ
FOR SEASONABLE OPPORTUNITIES OF EXERTING
THEMSELVES TO OBTAIN IT-. Who now can
be at a lofs to know the true reafon of the appli-
cation of fuch vail Turns of money, in thofe Colo-

nies that ftood in little or no need of fuch pious
charity ! Who can help yielding the full afTent of
his mind to this affirmed truth, that it is, in the

opinion of Episcopalians here, and their fuperiors
at home, an "

indifputecl impropriety" to fti a

Bifhop in the New-England Colonies, ihould the

way be duly prepared for it !

r

I SHALL here add to the intelligence the Dr. has

given us that there never Was a time, fince the

incorporation of the Society fc f the propagation
of the Gofpel, wherein fuch earned and vigorous
efforts were made, both in the Colonies and in

England, to obtain the long willed- for bltfilng,
an Arriericap.-Epifcopate. No pa'ns have been

wanting, no methods left unmcd, in order to bring
this into event. The whole Clergy of the Churcri

f England her& are unired in their endeavours ;

and, without all doubt, have been ipirited hereto

by inftrucYioris from thole., in high dign'ty at home,
who have promifed their influence and afiiftance

in an affair of fo great importance. Surely the

Dr. had no need to have taken up fo much of the

preceding feclion, in fetching arguments from the

apoftolic, and fucceecling times ; yea, from the

records of "
Paganifm" and "

Mahometanifm",
to excite in (uperiors there compaflion towards the

poor American Church, in it's
tc

deplorable wretch-

ed condition" ; or rather to fhame them for their

negledt in taking fo little care of it's intereft. Per-

haps,

-



t,t

f .

J04 The Appeal to the Public anfwered

haps, there never was a Church, in any chrifiian

Colony, in any part of the earth^ that has had more
done for it, or that has been the object of a mere
follicitous concern in the minds of better friends*

and more able Patrons. It mult not be efteemed
a matter of wonder, if we are io far alarmed, as to

confider, and fpeak freely upon fo interefting an

occafion,

THE lafc article of intelligence relates to the ex-

ternal circumftances of the Bifhnp that is dtfired

to be fent to America, * 6 A feat has been pur-
chafed for his refidence, at fix: hundred pounds
fterling expence,in a conveniencManfion houfe and

lands, fituate at Burlington in the Jerfeys", And,
as the Dr. declares elfewhere, pag. 108, "a fund" has been eltabliflied for his particular purpofe,
<;

(the fupport of a Bimop) for more than half a
C

Century pad a and many worthy perlbrn nave
*' contributed generoudy and largely to, she in*
*' creafe of it". Says he,

'< 1 can recoiled, as I
cc am writing5 the following inftances : Archr

Bifhop Tennifon^ who ha^ bten dead upwards of
*'

fifty years, bequeathed to it one THOUSAND
" POUNDS fterling ; Sir Jonathan Trelawmrs, near
*6 the fame time, another THOUSAND POUNDS , the

\-*'2iQyEli'zabetbHaftlttjrs^ivE HUNDRED POUNDS;"
Bifhop Butler, FIVE HUNDRED POUNDS; Bimop"
Benjo,n, TWO HUNDRED POUNDS; Bifhop Of-

*'
baldafton^ FIVE HUNDRED POUNDS -

?

- and Mr*
'

Fijher^ ONE THOUSAND POUNDS. Thefe, and
f * all other fums, which the Society have received
" for this ufe, were put into the public funds as
" foon as paid into their hands, and have been ac-
v

cumulating ever fince, excepting what they eX-

l
c

pendcd at Burlington. If this flock is not
*'

fufficiene
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" fufficient for the fupport of a proper Epifcopatd
* c

in America, 1 imagine the difficulty of making ic

<;
fuffieient will noc be great. For, as many have

"
given liberally on the remote projpeft of it's be-

"
ing needed, it is not to be doubted but ber.e~

"
fic'tors will be raifed up, when affiftance (hall be

^ called for by a preJtKi necejfity\

IT is unqueflionable, from thefe paffages, if a

Biftiop is fcnt to America, that fuch provifion muft
be made for his fupport, as will enable him to ap-

pear in all the grandeur of a Bimop in England.
His place of refidence, and mariner of living, thud
exceed a common Clergyman's in proportion to his

much mare exalted ftation in the Church. Such Bi-

fiiops were unknown in the chriftian world, in it's

firft days of purity : Nor do we read of them, until

chriMiaris had grofly departed from that fim-

plicity in living, which was their pri.nuive glory*
At fo great a diftarice from apoHolic times as the

third Century, though corruption had then crept
in'o the Church, Paul of Samofata, Bifnop of An-
tioch, and one of Cyprian*s contemporaries, was

depofed, among oi'her things, for this,
"

that, hay-

ing been poor before he was Bimop, he had after
4

that grown very rich, born fecular dignities, palled
the ftreets with a train of attendants, and erected to

himfelf a magnificent feat in the Church'
5

.

*
Nay,

a good while after this, though the Church had

grown dill more corrupt, the fourth council of

Carthage decreed,
" that the Bifhop mall have a

little dweiling-houfe near theChurch ; that he (halt

have but courie houfhold-ilufFand diet, and feek

his reputation only by found doctrine, and a good
life j that he fhall not fpend his time in caring fgr

O
* Eufeb. Lib, 7. Cap. 30*
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his family,but be employed wholly in reading,pray-

ing, and preaching the word of God". * And fom

of our reformers, of high distinction in the Church,
have freely fpoken againft the opulence and gran-
deur of Bifhops. Says the good Arch-Bifliop Cran -

mer, in a letter to my Lord Cromwel,
" Even at

* c the beginning of Chrifl's profeftbrs, Diotrephes
4; dcfired to kwt.prebeffiinehte in theChurch. And
* c

fince, he hath had more fuccefTcrs, than all the A-
"

poftles had ; of whom have come all thofe glori-
* c ous titles, lilies & pomps, into the Church. But
* 6

I would, that I, and all my brethren the Biihops,
" would leave all our ftiles, and write the ftile of
a our offices, calling btirielves the A-poflks o/Chrift :

" So that we took not upon us the name vainly, but
* c were fo even in deed. So that we might order
" ourDiocefs in fuch fort, that neither paper, parch-
"

ment, leader wax, but the very chriftian conver-
"

fation might be the letters & feals of our offices
5-

fit
as theCorinthians were to Paul, to whom he faid>

4C
ye are the letters and feals of cur ApofUelhip" -f

To the like purpofe are thofe words of the famous

Bifhop Hooper,
"
They [the Bifhop.^] know, that

" the primitive Church had no fuch Bifhops as be
d '

now-a-days. If the fourth part of the Biihpprick
tf remained unto the Bifhop, it v;ere fufficient ; the
4e third part to fuch as fhould teach good learning 5

61 the fecond part to the poor of the Diocefs , and
<rc the other to maintain men of war for the fafe-

i

guard of the common- wealth, it were better be-
fic itowed a great deal. For now it is ill ufed and
* c bellowed for the greater part upon thofe that have
" no need of it. If any man be offended with rne
6t for thus faying, he loveth not his own health, nor
" God's laws, no man's, out of which I am always

"
ready

f Can. i fa 17, 20^-24. f Pierce's Vind.DifTen. p. 370?.
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* c

ready to prove the thing faid tobe true".* Riches,

Jfwemaybelieve the word of truth, are attendedwith

dangerous temptations , infomuch,that itis really a

difficult, extremely difficult, thing for one poffefTed
of them, to prevent his being

" drawn afide by thofe

Jufts, which drown men in perdition". Men are

too ready, if they are much raifed above others in

worldly circqmftances, to grow big in their own ap-

prehen nons, to be haughty and imperious ; treating
thofe below them with infolence and comtempt.
They are too apt to fet their hearts "

upon thac

which is not" ; to live high, keeping fumptuous
tables ; to fpsnd their time in eafe and indolence,
to the diilipation of their minds, and unfitting them
for thofe fpirkual exercifes, without which they will

have little relifh for the things ofGod and religion.

And, perhaps, this has been as common among the

Clergy, as any other order of men ; not excepting

Bilhops themfelves. The excellent Bifiiop Burner.,

fenfi'ole of this, in an addrefs to his brethren, and
fuccefTors in the Epifcopal office, thus expreffes

hioifcif,
"

I wifh the pomp of living, and the keep-

ing high tables, could be quite taken away. Ic

is a great charge, and no very decent one ; a

great devourer of time, and will make you look

too like the men of the world. I hope this is a

burden to you ; it was indeed one of the great-
eft burdens of my life, to fee fo much time loftv

ei and to be living in a luxurious courfe, which
cc

might have been much better bellowed. I had
" not ftrength enough to break through that,
" which cuftom has impofedon thofe provided with
"

plentiful Bifhopricks. I pray God to help you
End a decent way of laying this dawn", -f Riches

Q 2 and

t Ibid. pag. 392. f H!h qf his own tir

Ych VI. pag. i83A

c:

C(

cc

c c

cc

cc
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and poverty are both extremes, neither of which

feem finable for Clergy- men.
"
Conveniency of

food and raiment" for them, and th?ir families, is

rather defirable. More than this ; to be fure, an

Abundance of the world will be dangerous to them,
nd greatly hurtful to the Church of Gcd. This

is a truth in fact, and known to be !b. Chriftia-

nity never fuffered fo much by all it's perfections

by Pagan-powers, as by the pomp and grandeur of

the Clergy, efpecially or fuperior orders. The
riches of the Church, under the Patronage of thofe

Princes of the earth who were called it's
"*
nurfing

fathers", have been it's ruin, by being the cccafion,

through abufe, of thofe numerous abominations,

which have moil fhamefuliy defiled the temple of

God. I am therefore free to declare it my hearty

yjifti, that we may never have a Clergy, in the

American world, for whofe refidence fine feats

n-vjil be provided, and funds eflablifned to bring
in an income much better fined to maintain offi-

cers in a kingdom of this world, than that which

is related to, and pertains to another, that is purely

fpiriwal. Arid I wim this, not only in regard of

the Epifcopal-Clergy, but the Clergy of every de-

nomination on the Continent ; yea, the whelp

fhriftian world*

AN SWER



ANSWER to SECTION VI. which fays the

prefent Juncture is apprehended to be favorable

to the Epifcopate in queftion.

THE
Dr. here fpeaks of it as " the opinion of

many wife and judicious perfons, that the

favourable opportunity", for eftablifhing an Ame-
rican Epifcopate,

" now prefents itfelf" ; an op-

portunity, which " the circumftances of the nation

have never, until now, afforded". But, what are

thefe circumflances, which make the prefent, fo

favourable an opportunity ?
" The tumults of war

have ceafed, and the public tranquility reftored.,

without any reafonable fufpicion of a fpcedy inter-

rupiion". Was this never the cafe before, and

within the memory of the Dr. himfelf ? If he will

only reflect a little, he may bring to mind a time,
fince he became capable of noticing fab, when
* c the circumltances of the nation" were fo very
like to thefe, that he will not find it an eafie mat-

ter to point out the difference. And are there " no
reafonable fufpicions of a fpeedy interruption of

the prefent tranquility" ? He herein appears a

ftranger, not only to the known difpofition, and

pad conduct, of both France and Spain towards

England, but to what they have been doing ever

fince the conciufion, of the iate war to flrengthen
their
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their naval force, and put themfelves in a capacity
to break the prefent peace. Again,

" the greateft

harmony fubfifts between our Mother-country, and
mod of the Colonirs , the late difpute having been

brought to a happy termination" Jt is true, the

difpute, relative to the STAMP- ACT, has been hap-

pily terminated. But has nothing intervened fince
p

that has difturbed the harmony between the Mo-
ther-country, and the Colonies ? Are " molt of

the Colonies" quite fatisfied with the doings at

home, brought into effect with reference to them ?

One would think, by the reprefentation here made
of them, that the Dr. had been fhut up from the

world, and knew not what was pafling in it. There
is nothing more certain, than that <{ moft of the

Colonies" think themfelves as nearly touched in

their CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHTS by the late Par-

liamentary proceeding, as by the STAMP-ACT it-

felf ; and they are everyday groaning out their

complaints ; though they are refolved to do it in

thofe ways that are legal. It is ttrange, that pre-

judice kfelf, though fpeaking to, promote a favour-

ite-point, fliould publicly fay, that ^ the greateil

harmony now fubfifted between the Mother-

country, and moft of the Colonies". No fact; re-

lated for truth was ever more diftant from it.-

Farther,
" the plan of an Amcncan-Epiicopate

has been fettled, and adjulted in fuch manner, that

the religious privileges of none can be violated, or

endangered". By whom has this plan been fettled

and adjuiled ? We have no good realon to think,

that it has been done by thole, who have any con-

flitutional-right to meddle, of their own mter mo-

tion, wkh matters of this nature , and we (hall

fee, in proper time, that, if it has been fettled, u

is not fo adjulied, but that the privileges, even of
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Epifcopalians, will be violated by it. As to what

follows, relating to " the happinefs of having a

Prince upon the throne, who is unquefticnably

difpofed to promote the general intereit of virtue

and religion", sthe other denominations are as

thankful as the Epifcopalians can be ; but do not

look upon this an argument more favoring their

cauie than our's. We can chearfully rely on ihe

impartial juftice and goodnefs of the Bntiih Sove-

reign, not in the leaft doubting his equal paternal

regard to all his loyal Colonifts of whatever clafs,

We know not what " declarations he has made on

the fubject of an American-Epifcopate" ; but this

we have abundant reafon to believe, that he will

do nothing in this matter, but what is wifely and

kindly fitted to promote the real good of his fub-

]e6h here, not confidered feparately, but in one

colleflive view , which is ail we defire. -Thefe

now are " the advantages", which, as the Dr. fays,
"

peculiarly mark the prefent period". But they

all, excepting the laft, which is as favourable to us

as therrjj may be juftly looked upon as real difad-

vantages, pointing out the prefent, as the moft in-

Convenient juncture that could be pitched upon,
for the accomplifhrnent of the great thing defired.

THE Dr. now goes on to cc other arguments
for fending Biihops to America, never fo urgent
and forcible as at prefent",

ONE is, the cc

great increafe
s>
of profefibrs of

the Church. <c In the former part of this

Century, they were fmall and inconfiderable in

-comparifon with the amount of their prefent num-
ber". He is pleafed to fay,

" that the Church of

England in America contains now near a MILL JOIST

of
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of members". This is more than once repeater?

in other parrs of his performance , and the like

account, we have been informed, has been inferred

in the petitions, the Epifcopal-Ciergy have lent

home to befpeak the intertft of their fuperiors wills

reference to the million ol Cilhops to the Colonies.

It is furprifing, they mould publifh it to the world,

that their Church contents io great a number.

They mud certainly, in order to inhance the ac-

count, reckon the NEOROE-SLAVES *
among the

members

* The Dr. for reafons beff known to himfelf, did not

chufe to fay, in plain words, that NEGROES, knowing

nothing of religion, make a very large part of his MIL-
LION of the " members of the Church of England".
But it is evident, he has thefe in referve to fave the

truth of his affirmation. He fays, pag. 55, "from ge-
neral calculations it has been frequently faid, of late

years, that the proper fubjecls of the Britifh Crown in

America amount to ibree millions". And again, pag. 89'.
" of the inhabitants of this Country a full

third par't

belongs to the Church'*. Now, if there are not, s

the Dr. will not pretend that there are, three million of

inhabitants, or Britifh fubjecls, unlefs the BLACKS are

reckoned, the Church cannot have belonging to it a

third part) or one million, of thefe inhabitants, if the

blacks are left out of the account. This is more evi-

dent ftill, from what the Dr. fays of the furvey that

was made of the number of inhabitants, in 1762. His

words are, pag. 55,
" It was then found, that they z-

mounted to between two and three million in the Co-

lonies, and Iflands". Of thefe, fays the Dr. pag. 57,
" The blacks were found to be about eight hundred and

forty four thoufand". A large deduction then muft

be made from the MILLION profeflors of the Church,
if the blacks are not counted. And in truth, the Dr.

himfelf virtually acknowledges it ; though, perhaps, he

did not intend the acknowledgment fhould be perceived.

For he fays, pag. 56, of the WHITES" j that is in
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members of their Church" ; though not one in

fifty-of them know any thing more of Chriftianity,
than thofe of the fame color who live in Africa :

Ocherwife, it is not poffible their account fhould

tonfid with truth. In the two Provinces of Pen-

fylvania and the JerHes, there are no more than

three Epifcopal Churches that fupport themfelves.

The Society, if we iriiy depend on their abftracls,

have but nineteen Million ark-s. The Dr. fays,

.there are; irr chefe Colonies, a corifiderable number
Vf Churches and Congregations \vhhout Clergy-
rrrn. It is reasonably fuppoied, trnfe dtflitute

Co ; .-coitions, for much the grear.tr part, are

fim-ur to the kv.rrered handiuls of Epifcopalians
in f,'Ti,* of our NV/v- [ii, gland towns, confuting, in

fool:- p-.ace^, of three or four ; in others of half a

dozcii ; in others {till, of a d-.z/.-n cr fifteen fa-

milies. H f

:Wevei, thr there might be no com-

plaint that we arc diip' (ed to lefien their real

number, we mill reckon
.

rhein ll as Congrega-
tions equally numerous wi;h thofe that have Mif-

fionaries. Their number then, according to the

Dr. will be rorty-leven ; which, wich the three we
before mentioned, will make fifty.

In the Pro-

P Vmce

the above-mentioned furvey,;
which found between two

and three Million inhabitants in the Colonies and

Iflands,
ce the profefTors of the Church were about a

third part". So that, according to the Dr's own ac-

count, no more WHITES belong to the Church than
about one third part of between two ani three Million,
after eight hundred and forty four thoufand Blacks have
been deducted. And yet this reckoning, though it

takes offfeveral hundred thoufands from the MILLION
profeiTors of the Church, that had been before number-

ed, is carried much too high, the Blacks not being ad-

mitted into the account j as may be feen in what is

faid above.
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vince of New-York, there are three Epifcopd
Churches that fubfift without help from the So-

ciety. The MifTionaries, by the abftra&s, are

eleven ; and as the Dr. has faid nothing here of
deftitute Churches, we fhall take it for granted,
that fourteen is the number of Epifcopal Con-

gregations in this Province. In the four New-
England Colonies, Connecticut, Rhode-Ifland,
MaiT^iMettSj- and New-Hampfhire, there may be
three Epifcopal Churches that are fupported withiri

themfelves, though I certainly know of no more than

two. The Mifiionaries, by the Society's account,
are thirty. The members of the Church, fettled

here and there in towns, where there are no Mif-

fionaries, may poffibly make a number equal to

fix or feven Congregations that are fupplied with

Clergymen. The Churches then, in the New-

England-Colonies, will be forty. According to

this cofiiputation, which, I am perfuaded, exceeds
the truth, there are, in the feven Colonies, extend-

ing from Penfylvania to the utmoft northern

bounds of the Mafiachufetts-Province, one hun-
dred and four Epifcopal Churches. Let it now
be fuppofed, there are fifty families belonging to

a Church one with another ; which, I believe,

Epifcopalians themfelves will think full allowance.

Let it alfo be fuppofed, there are five perfons to

each family ; which is again large allowance,- as

there are few families in which all the members

go to Church : In fome, not more than one goes ;

in others, not more than two or three. The a-

mount then of all thefe profeffors of the Church is

only twenty fix thoufand ; ameer handful in compa-
rifon with more than a million perfons, which, with-

out difpute, live within thefe bounds. And, if we
iKould take in Nova-Scotia, in whichthere are more

of
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of other denominations, than there are of Epifco-

palians, the number would not rile to more than

twenty eight or twenty nine thoufand. But we
\vill allow thirty thoufand. There is dill wanting
nine hundred and feventy thoufand to make up
the MILLION of Epifcopalian profeflbrs we are

tpld of. And where (hall we find thefe ? Are

they to be found in the Colonies fouthward of

Penfylvania ? In all rhefe, unlefs we reckon the

blacks as members of the Church of England, we
ftiall fall vaftly fhort of the number that is want*

ed ; and the fame mufl be faid, mould we take

in all the whites of all the Englifh Weft-India

Iflands. It is acknowledged, there are more Epif-

copalians in Virginia and Maryland, than other

denominations ; but all their while inhabitants,

together with thofe of the Carolinaes, and Georgia,
even to Florida, will not make one half the numv
her that is wanting \ as might be made to appear

by furveys that have been taken of their numbers.

But if we fubftradt Quakers. Bapifts, Prqfbyterians,
and Roman-Catholics, which are numerous efpe-

daily in Maryland, and thofe alfo who make no

profefTion at all, and attend no public vvorlhip after

any mode whatever, [and furely it would be too

fhameful to reckon fuch as " members of the

Church"! it is really queftionable, whether the a-

mount of Epifcopal profelTors, in all thefe Colonies,

will be more than about two hundred and feventy

thoufand. SQ that, confining ourfclves to the A-
merican Colonies, it cannor, as we judge, be fup-

pofed, with any probability of realbn, that there

are fo many as one third part of that MILLION
of " members of the Church'* the Dr. has reckon-

ed, not taking in the blacks So widely diftant are

$ur apprehenfions from his, concerning ihis matter

3? 2



116 The Appeal to the Public anfwerecL

EITHER the Gentleman that made <; a furvey of

the inhabitants in the Colonies and Iflands, and a di-

itribution of them into their ll-veral claflts, in 1762",
was egregioufly nViffcaken, or the Dr. in his account

from him, when he lays,
t& of the whites, the pro-

fetors of the Church were about a third part , the

Prefbyjerians, Indeptndants and Anabaptifcs, were

not ib many ; the -Germans and other denomina-

tions amounted to more". There are no indepen-

$ant5 that I know of in any of the Frovinces.

ThePrefbyterians andCongregationi(ts
e

are perhaps
as numerous as all the other denorninauons, Non-

epifcopal, put together * and thefe only are more

fhan double the number of all the Epifcopalian-
whites on the American Continent ; as could de-

monilrahly be made to appear, was it worth while

to be at the trouble of making calculations, and

exhibiting; the grounds on which they are made.
(~ . *' t V< - * ** T;

f

THE DT. to add force to his argument in favor
-i v* . .* . C^

of the miiTion of Biflipps, would bring in the Ne*

groes,
c: who have been found, fays he, to be about

9 ighs hundred and forty four thouland
>s

. Ris head

and heart art fo filled with the notion of an Epifco-

pale, tha: he kerns difpoifd to imagine it the beft

iiited mean for every good purpoie that can be men-

tioned. As he thought it proper to take notice of

the poor Klegroec, could he'have hit upon nothing
but an Episcopate for thei*; relief ? This, at belt, is

a far-fet;ch^-d 2 ro.und-abftut expedient j and would s

probably b.e of little ftrvice, was it to take effect.

Their jo?lorn cafe calls for a more direct and pow-
*; ' v > * I

erfu*. rrriV.-dv. As < &

lharers with us in the fame

r.acure", have they not the fame natura}

rights L' And are not thefe outragiou'%- f *

while they are held in ignoble flavery ?
,..<!;. ' M SJ
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Are they not inhumanly trampled upon, while they
;are treated as though they were nothing better than

fo many beads of burden ? It is mofl horribly

fhameful, that To many of the human fpecies, as

good by nature as their matters, and that have as

good a right to the FREEDOM OF MEN, fhould be

bought and fold as though they were cattle ; and
dealt with as though they were an inferior order

to dogs ! If, indead of an Epifcopate, for the be-

nefit of thefe greatefl of all fufferers in his Ma^

jetty's dominions, an act of Parliament had been

propofed to let them all free, or to prohibit the

enflaving any more for time to come, or to reftrain

she cruelty of the Planters in their ufuage of them,
it would have been much more to the purpofe.
It is a difhonor to Englifhmen, who efteem it their

diftinguifhmg glory, that they enjoy the fulleft

reafonable liberty, to make SLAVES, and in the

mod abject fenfe, of fuch amazing numbers of their

fellow-men. It is an abomination highly worthy
of a Parliamentary interpolation. This would do
the poor Negroes infinitely more fervice, than to

fettle an Epifcopate over their mafters, who can-

not be fuppofed to have any tolerable degree of

religion, while they thus palpably break in upon
the mod evidently plain laws of righteoufnefs and

goodnefs, to their eternal difgrace as reafonable

moral agents. I have often wondered, nothing
has been done in the Colonies to put a flop to the

cruelly unjud practice of making (laves of the poor
Negroes , efpecially, as they have, for fome years,
been fighing out the moft bitter complaints againft
all tendencies towards their being enflaved thsm-
felves. Is this to act a confident part ? Is it, in

any equitable fenfe, doing to others as they would

Others fhould do to them ?

THE
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THE laft argument,
' for granting an Ameri-

can Epifcopate", is taken " from the obligations
of gratitude , a national fenfe of which ought, at

this time, to have peculiar efficacy" : As,
"
by 3

fignal interpofnion of divine providence, the Britifh.

arms in America have triumphed over all that

oppofed them, prodigioufly extending our Colo-

nies by new acquifuions, and fecuring them, not

only by treaty, but by a total annihilation of that

power on the Continent, whereby our former faftty
was chiefly endangered". What fpecial conne&i-
on the victorious fuccefs of the Bntifh arms in

America, under the ble/Ting of providence, has

with the eftablifhment of an Jipifcopate here, is

not fo very eafie to difcern. It is readily owned,
*'

every wife nation fees and acknowledges God in

fuch events : and every religious nation will make
ibme finable returns to him for fuch extraordinary
favors". And it is hoped, ibme fuch returns have
been made. If not, the natior. 2 including the Co-

lonies, arejuflly chargeable with great ingratitude
10 that al-wiie righteous beipg> who turned the

late war fo much in their favor. Bur, fays the Dr,
" the circumilances of things evidently point out
two duties to our Governors, both of them im^

portant in themielves, and of indifpenfible obliga^
tion. One is, the further fecurity and fupport of

the true religion in America, in thofe places, where
u already is

-

? and the other, the propagation of
it in thole places to which it has not hitherto

been extended". By the " farther fecurity and

fupport of the TRUE RELIGION in America", the

Dr. mud mean, to make his arguing pertinent,
the providing for the fupport of an Epifco-

pate, as an expedient for the lecunty of the.

TRUE RELIGION, that is, the icligion of the

Church
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Church of England. Surely, his imagination has

here got the better of his judgment. Is the reli-

gion of the Church of England the only true re-

ligion on the American Continent P Is religion, in

none of the other forms, to be regarded ? Were

Epifcopalians the only Colonifts employed, under

God, to effect the late glorious conquefts ? We
do not efteem it a duty, much lefs an mdifpenfible

one, in confequencc of thefe conquefts, to provide
for the fecurity or fupport of the religion of Epif-

copalians, any more than the religion of other de-

nominations of chriftiafis in the Colonies. And of

all denominations, the profeffors of the Church
have the lea ft to fay upon the head of " farther

fupport"^ as they are, in mod of the Colonies, pro-
vided for by the Society at home at an annual great

expence. A.S to the oiher duty,
" the propagation

of religion, in thofe places to which it has not been

extended" ; fuch a fcnfe of it was imprelTed upon
the hearts of the rulers, minifters and Laity, more

efpecially in this Province, that proper meafures

were concerted, and Miffionaries adually lent to

the Mohawk-Country, to carry the gofpel to them ;

but the whole defign was made void, becaufe ic

was not to be executed by profefTors of theChurch>

according to the Epifcopalian mode. More may
be faid of this hereafter.

THE Dr. goes on,
" as America is the region^

wherein the divine goodnefs has been more im-

mediately difplayed in favor of the Britifn nation ;

fo America is evidently the very ground on which
fome futable monument of gratitude ought to be

creeled". And what monument is this ? In con-

fiftency with the courfe of the prefent argument,
ic muft be the eftabliihment of an Epifcopate.

How
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How is this made out ? After the following mari-

ner, if at all ; <*the honor of God is mod directly

promoted by public worfhip that worfnip muft
be mod acceptable to h^m, wherein the adoration

of his creatures are regularly offered him, in the

iblemn offices of the pured and bed religion and
the national religion muft be luppofed btit to an-

fvver thefe characters in the national opinion", it is

far from being true, that the religious adorations

of the Church of England are the "
pureft and

bed", or that their worfhip is, on this account,
*' mod acceptable to God". But, fuppofing this

to be the national opinion^ meaning hereby, the o-

pinion of thofe in the nation, who are members of

the edablifhed Church ; what is the confequence
lierefrom ? Says the Dr. "

it naturally follows,

that the date of the national religion here [in the

Colonies] has a right, on this occafion, to the pe-
Culiar attention of thofe, who are en traded with

the direclion of our public affairs". It needs

iomething more than a bare affirmation to make
this an undoubted truth. The other denomina-

tions think they have as good a right, as the Epif-

copalians, to the attention of thofe, who have the

management of the public affairs ; and, in many
Of the Colonies, it is thought, they have, in ftri6t

judice, a PECULIAR right. But, let it be fuppofed*
that the PECULIAR right lies on the fide of the

Church of England ; what then ? This Church,
in America, without a Bifhop,

"
is periming for

want of common necefTaries ; fhe has been long

imploring relief under fuch difeafes, [being dedi-

tuteofa Bifhop] as mud prove fatal to her, if

much longer neglected". What is the confe-

quence ? Her requed mud be anfwered, as a

SUTABLE MONUMENT OF GRATITUDE for the

kte
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late divine appearances in favor of the Britifh arms
in America. Heaven and earth are called upon
to judge, whether this is unreafoirabie ! This is ihe

Dr's argument in full force, fo far as it has any.

Upon which I would aik, is it indeed a truth, that

the Church of England, in the Colonies,
"

is in a

perifhmg condition for want of nectnVies" ? Is it

a real object of faith, that " her diftafts are fuch as

mult prove fatal to her", if fhe is much longer with-

out a Biiliop ? Surely, this reprefentation of her

cafe rnuil be the effect of z^al not conducted by
knowledge. And, had r.ot the Dr b-ren under
the influence of an undue war.i;th of fpint, he
would never have thou ht, much Icfs. h;

licly faid, that a n A M t R i c A N i, p i :,

the relief of the Church, un ra-

ting to her fpeedy ruin, was that SPECIAL IMO : ;U=

ME NT OF GRATITUDE that OUgDt tO be CitCied

in return for God's goodnefs, ciUlinyed in fa> or of

the Britifh arms in this part of the world. I fcarce

know hovv to fpeik upon the matier ferioufly, ic

is placed in fo ludicrous a light. Notwithftanding
the " diieafcd perifhing" ftate of the American

Church, have not praifes and adorations, accord-

ing to the
"
pureft and beft" forms ofdevotion, been

offered up to .almighty God, in all the Epifcopal
afTemblies on the Continent, for the marvellous

interpofitions of his providence, on our behalf, in

the late war ? If this is not the truth, they are

far behind the other denominations of chriftians,

whofe religious thankful adorations have publicly
been prefented to the divine majefty on this ac-

count, in their way, however fhort it may have

fallen of the " better and more pure'* mode of

praifing God in practice by the Church. There

have alfo been NATIONAL religious adorations fo?

Q this
k.

^^^*
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this NATIONAL mercy , and, if they proceeded
from truly thankful hearts, they are, in the ac-

count of the facred books, a futable exprefTion of

gratitude. But the Church here is dill in want of

Bifhops ; and there is therefore (till wanting the

moft SUfABLE MONUMENT OF GRATITUDE, for

thefe favors of heaven. Grateful hearts, and well-

ordered conventions, may pcfTibly be as SUTABLE
MONUMENTS, upon this occafion, as the fetile-

ment of an EPISCOPATE, If the Coloniits, whe-
ther Epiicopaiians, or others, have not, by this

goodnefs of God, been engaged to love him with

all their hearts, and to ferve him with all their

powers, no other return will atone for the want of

this, not excepting there being an EPISCOPATE
eftablifhed here. This is what God mainly ex^

peels ; with this he will be pleafed, yea, a thou-

land times more pleafed, than with the minion of as

many Bifhops as can be defired. I appeal to

heaven and earth for the truth of this.

ANSWER



ANSWER to SECTION VII. in which the

Cafe of the American Heathens is particularly

confiJered a and laid to require an Epifcopate.

E are as fully fenfible as the Dr. or any of

the Epifcopalians, can be, that it is
" the duty

of thofe whom the "
day-fpring from on high" has

vifited, to communicate this light to others, and,
as they have opportunity, to give the knowledge of

religion to thofe who are without it'*. We think,
with him, that

ct the providence of God points out

this general duty by the late events, more plainly
and exprefly than ever. We never had until this

lime, fo favourable an opportunity for carrying for-

ward this bleiTcd work : We never had it fo much in

our power ; and our obligations of gratitude were
never fo ftrong

5 *

; nor the arguments that may be

fetched from the "
principles of worldly policy",

Thefe, and fuch like, powerful motives have often

been urged upon our people, both publicly and

privately. We do therefore mod cordially join
with the Dr. in every thing he has faid to repre-
fent the reafonablenefs, the irtdifpehfjble duty of a

pious concern for the aboriginal-natives ofAmerica,

exprefied in all fu table endeavours to aquaint thera

vfiih
" the gofpel of the blefied God". T'IC diftcr-

ence between us lies in this, we do no: think, iha
*~^

'-

'.
2



124 The Appeal to the Public anfwered,

an Epifcopate in the Colonies is fo connected with
this duty, but that it may very well be performed
without one ; nor do we believe that an Epifco-
pate is peculiarly pointed out by thofe events that
have. made the preient, the moil convenient time
for extending the knowledge of the only true

God, and his Son Jellis Chnll, to ihefe uttermoft

parts of the earth. The Dr. is of the contrary
opinion. His principal aim indeed, in this ft dion,
is to (hew, that our duty, in regard of the Ame-
rican-Heathen,, more especially in confideration of
the happy events of the late war, requires an E-
pilcopate. His reafoning here takes in a variety
of articles. They are comprehended in the fol-

lowing iurnmary, but
ji<fi, reprefentation.

" From
c

repeated trials, it appears, that there mud be
fome more eifedual way for the converfion of

Savages, than has been yet taken. It was
<5<

hoped that the ccnverfion of Indians would na-
**

turally introduce among them civility of man-
* c ners -

3 but it ieems now to be generally agreed 3
" that what was propofed as a confequence^ ought
^ to be confidered as a necejfary means of fpreading
* c the gofpel among lavage nations. It having
ct

then become a fettled point, that the mod pro-
* 4

per way for converting Savages, is previoufly to
<c inftrucl them in the arts and manners of civil
c '

life, the SOCIETY has been, for a confiderable
<

- time, employed in collecting fuch intelligence,^
relating to this fubjecr, as to enable them to

*' form a proper plan for civilizing the nations of
<

America, in order to their being chriftians.-
,

** But a va,rie?Y of
plans have been tranfmitted

<4 from this( ountry. The peribns who have been

confulted^ have their particular prejudices and
^ Attachments* The things and places which one

*'

reprelenis
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"
reprefents as expedient, are condemned by ano-

* c
ther. To balance and adjuft fo many different

*'
reprefentations would be a work of much time,

* c and of courie retard the execution of the gene-
<* ral plan. A falfe ftep in the beginning might
"
produce confequences that are fatal. But thefe

"
difficulties would vanifh, in a great meafure, un-

<r der an Epifcopate. In a fyftem of this kind,
" where a number of powers and movements are
" to be employed, to one common purpofe, a re-
"

gular and confident direction of them is
r.equi-

*'
fite. Upon the whole, a Bifhop is thought to

" be the mod proper perfon to be entrufted with
* c

this fuper-intending influence, one therefore mud
be appointed and fen; in order to a compli-
ance with the duty, arifmg from the late viclo-

^ ries on the American-Continent". This, in

fum, is the Dr's argument in all it's parts.

As to the firft
-,

"
it's being generally agreed,

that the mod proper way for converting Savages,
is previoufly to inftruct them in the arts and man-
ners of civil life"; it may be juftly queflioned,
whether it exhibits the truth of fact. I am confi-

dent it does not, if this "general agreement" is fup-
pofed. ro extend to the more northern Colonies.
We are here pretty generally inclined to think,
that the increafe of temptations, from the arts and
manners of civil life, would rather be an hindrance
to their converfion, than a previoufly proper requi-
fite in order to it. The Indian-Natives have certain-

ly been hurt, not ferved,by being put into theEno--
lifh way of living. Many tribes of them, in the

Mafiachufetts-Province, have, by this means, been
fo depopulated, that there are now fcarce any re-

inains of them to be feen. And Jam fully per-

fuaded.
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fuaded, the raking them off from the way of li

they have been fo long accuftomed to, and getting
them into that which is in ife among us, would

be an effectual method to put an end to their lives

jn the world. Nor is there any need of what is

called civilizing them, in order to their embracing
Chriftianry. Their being Savages, and living in

a way different from what we do, is no reafon why
their converfion may not be expelled, if futable

means are ufed with them. The clefign of the re-

ligion of Jdus is to humanife, as well as chriftianife

the foul, to meliorate the temper, to foften it's

roughnefs, and of favage to make it meek and

gentle. And this will be it's effect, in whomfoever

it is really planted , and, without iuch implantation,
men may be favage, notwithstanding the arts and
manners of civil life -

3 infiances of which are too

common, even in the moil civilifed nations. It

Diay be worthy of notice here, the Canadians ne-

ver made it any part of their care to change the

Indian's mode of civil life ^ and yet, they found

ways to attach numerous tribes of ihem io firmly
to the religion of Rome, that it is a vain thing to

try to bring them to a betrer fcnie or things. And

why may not we, in like manner, implant the reli-

gion ot the goipcl in the minds of thole, Who have

not been as yet indoctrinated in the principles of

Popery? Should we expend as much zeal and pains
to make them good Chriftians, as the French have

done to make them good Catholics, we fhou'id, t
.

doubt not, foon iee the happy fruits of it ; though;
no care .fhould be taken co bring them into our

way of civil life.

THE next link in the chain of reafoning is,
cc the

Society's having, after great pains in
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informations, formed a plan to clviiife the Indian-

Nations, in order to the making them Chriftians".

One would not have expected to have feen the

Society brought in here, as fo effential a part of

the argument. For it is affirmed, a few pages
back,

" if we examine it's Charter, we fhall find it

as evident as language can make it, that the fup-

port and propagation of the gofpel among OUR
OWN PEOPLE IN AMERICA, was the immediate

and principal defign of their incorporation. The
converfion of the heathen was not their primary
and immediate object". This is faid to mew, that

the Society has been "abufed", when fpoken of as

expending their charity in the Englifh Colonies, to

the too great neglect of the Indian-Heathen. And
thofe who have been thus " abufive to the Soci-

ety" are charged with the guilt of "
petulent

tongues", or "
pens". But now an Epifcopate is in

view, it is their proper work, and in dUiinction

from all others, to difcharge the duty of lending
the gofpel to the American-infidel Natives, The
writers on the Epifcopalian fide have the advan-

tage beyond all others. They can make ufe of

the fame argument, with a good grace, to contrary

purpofes. When the Church is to be increafed in

the' Colonies, the Society perfectly fall in with the

great defigri of their inftitution, while they lay one

fo much of their money to ferve this end, that

they have little left to chriftianife the Indians ; bun
when a Bifbop is wanted, and chriftianifmg the In-

dians can be ufed as an argument for his mifnon,
it at once becomes the great work of this Society ;

and they, in diftindtion from all others, mutt en-

gage in it as their inviolable duty. And I will

fuppofe it to be their bufmefs, for 1 really believe it

is, and in virtue of their Charter, however inatten-

tive
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-live they may have been to this part of the truft

.that has been committed to them. And what
follows herefrcm ? The argument goes on.

" THERE are fo many plans and propofals, fo

many different opinions in different peribns, and

fuch a number of difficulties arifing, in regard of

this work of chriilianifing the Indians, that there is

a neceffity for one fuper-intending direction ; and

who fo proper for this as a Bimop ? Sir William

Johnfon's experience in, and careful attention to,

Indian-affairs, may make him the beft qualified

perfon for a Political fuper-intendant ; but, as the

great end in view is the advancement and propa-

gation of the chriftian religion, there muft evi-

dently appear a peculiar propriety in carrying ori

the work under the direction of a Bifhop". To
all which the anfwer is, If a Bimop was now refi-

dent in the Colonies, it is queftionable whether ic

would be fit to cntruil him with this fuper-intend-

ing power. He might, as he ought to, be better

qualified for this office than any other Clergy-man ;

but a Biihop cannot do every thing. If the care of

all the Epifcopal- Clergy is committed to him,

this, one v/ould think, is, in all reafon, full work

enough for him, if not a great deal too much. He
would not find it an eafie matter to perform it with

fidelity. This fuper-intending bufmefs might
therefore, to better purpofe, be put into other

hands. The Society in Scotland, for the propaga-
tion of chriftian knowledge, appoint Commiffion-

ers, and from the Laity as well as Clergy, to con-

duel and manage their affairs, when at a diftance,

and not within reach of their own immediate in-

fpection. The honorable Company for the pro-

pagation of the gofpel in New-England, and
places

adjacent
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adjacent in America, have, from the beginning of

their incorporation, acted upcm the fame plan, and
thoufands of the poor Indians, in execution of it,

have been chriftianifed. They have, at this day,
within the Maffachufetts-Province, under the fu-

per-intending dirt&ion of their Commifiioners, fix-

teen Clergy-men, Englifh and Indian, ftatedly

labouring, either as Faftors 6f fo many Indian-

Churches, or as Preachers to afiemblies of Indians

that meet together for divine worfhip ; nine

Englifh. Lecturers, and feven Hated School-matters,
befides occafional ones. They have likewife a

Mifilonary in the Mohawk -Country, and an In-

terpreter who has been fupported at Ohonoquague
from a boy oh purpofe to learh their language,
which he can now fpeak with as much freedom as

any of the Indians, and with vaftly more propriety.
This young man is alfo a School-mafter to the chil-

dren in that Indian town. It may be feared, the

other Society in England will never accomplifh any
great things, unlefs upon a plan of a like nature.

It is heartily wifhed this Society would, in good
earneft, engage in the affair of Gofpelifing the

Indians, and that they would be thorow in it, not

merely to promote a party-intereft, or to favor the

defign of fettling an Epifcopate here ; but purely
to extend the knowledge of the way to falvation

though Jefus Chrift, the only Savior of men. It

may be feared, whether, in what is propofed to

be done by the Society, a regard to the Church,
as eftablifned in England, may not be too much
mingled with the common caufe of Chriftianity.

I SHALL not think it impertinent to add here*
* c as America is the region wherein the divine

R goodne fa



130 The Appeal to the Public anfwcrecl

ooodnefs has b^en more remarkably difplayed in

favor of the Briufh Nation" ; fo Americans are

the proper perfons to creel.
" iome lutable mo-

nument of religious gratitude" on this account.

And what more lutable one, than a vifible per-

petually (landing teftimony cf their pious con-

cern, and earndl care, to fpread the knowledge of

that only Lord who has done fuch great things

for them ? The Non-epifcopal Clergy and Laity,

in the (NdsfTachvifetts-Provinc^, weu; K> filled with

a fenfe of the peculiar fitncfs ot expelling their

gratitude to heaven in thi* %vay, that truy volun-

tarily and liberally contributed, upon -the ccnclu-

fion of the lare war, towards the immediate iup-

port of twoMiteonaries in the MOHAWK- Courury
who were accordingly fenr, ocsd lo far iucceeded

in their labors, that the Indians defined to have

a Church gathered, and to have the facrament

of the Lord's fupper admLiillred rp them. And,

upon difcourfiog with them vviih this viev/, it was

Found thztt a number of them were well indoclri-

nared in the eiTential principles of Chriilianity,

and had upon their minds an uniform practical

fenfe of religion. A fchool alfo was ftt up ior

the infcru6lion of their children. Bur, befides

this pro-viuon for the prefcnr, they were zealouily

defiro.us of having a perpetually coniinuing one.

In order to this, two thoufand pounds it ei ling
were idbicribed, \n a week, in the town of Bo-Hen,

upon condition there might be an incorporated

Society among our felvcs for the conducting and

irunaging this important affair. An incorpora-

ting act was prepared, and palled by the feverai

branches of rhe Government here, and fent-hcme

fur the Royal fanction, without which, it colild

not
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not continue in force. But it foon met with a

Negative, by which means this whole money was

loft, and as much more we had good reaion to

expert w >uld loon have been fubicribed, befides

the in; ome of ma. y hundred pounds fterling that

had been devoted u the fervice of the Indians.

Ths Public will judge, whether it was not hard,

feverdy hard, to be reibamcd from making ufe

of our owri money in carrying on fo good a work

as that of ch iftiamfr-'g the Indians ; efp.-cially, as

it was intended as a
iC monument of gratitude" to

heaven for the marvellous difplay of it's good-
nefs to us in ihe late war. We eftcemed this

hard {hip the greater,, as, bu; a few years before,

an incorporating act was confirmed at home,

though upon a good deiign, yet upon a far lefs

important one. And we fhould efteem the hard-

(hip much greater (till, if, in any meafure, it was

brought upon us by EPISCOPAL influence. I

Will not too positively fay that it was ; but this I

will fay, and in the words of a letter from home,
wrote by a Gentleman that well underitood what

he was about ,

ic There is reafon to think, thac
cc an account of your proceedings [relative to the
cc

incorporating adt] was fent to LAMBETH, as

"
early as to- -. The A h-B p was pre-

c

judiced with a notion, that the Society had re^

M fuled to admit the Epifcopalians at Bofcon to

"Tubfcribe to the undertaking. [This was an
<c abfolate falfehobd.]

The umbrage taken at

" thi> new Society was fuch, that any the leaft

?c
attempt to take fubfcriptions here would have

" blown up the fufpicions of the CHURCH, and
" of the SOCIETY FOR PROPAGATING THE Gps-
c '

PSL, into an open flame againft it. What rouid
'

R 2 '
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" be done at the board of trade has labored tq

do But it foon appeared to be a defperate
" caufe". We have h-d other accounts to the

like purpofe ; and have no reafon to think, they

$re ill-grounded : But whether they are, or are

not, it is put out of our power to erect as "
pro-

per a monument of gratitude to heaven" as would

be done, fhquld there be the fettlement even of an

Epifcopate,^. *-* >. *

ANSWER



ANSWER to SECTION VIII. in which the

Plan, on which alone American Bifhops have

been requefted, is fairly ftated, with Expoftula-

tions on th,e Reafonablenefs thereof.

THE repetitions, with which the Dr. begins
this fed ion, and in confequence of which he

hopes for the attention of his fuperiors, and the

fettlement cf an American-Epifcopate, have been

already confidered* One thing he has menti-

oned, previous to his introducing the plan upon
this head, it may not be amifs to take fome notice

of. It is in thefe words,
" Will not the complaints

*' of near a million of Britidi iubjecls in America,
f of unimpeached loyalty and fidelity, who are

*'
fuffering under the moft unprecedented hard-

fhips with regard to religion, an intereft dearer

than property, and more inviolable than civil

liberty, be regarded, and procure the redrefs of

fo intolerable a grievance" ? He had before fa ;

d,

pag, 45. that " the Church of England in Ame-
rica contains near a million of members" ; and re-

peated it again, pag. 8 1 ;
*
though there is no

reafon

f About the time of writing the above, there appeared in

one of our Public papers, a Copy of the Petition that

was fent? by a immber of the Epifcopal- Clergy, to the

univerfity

cc

cc

cc
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reafon to think, as has been before obferved, there

is one third part of this number on the American-

Continent, and not Ib much as a thirtieth in all the

Colonies to the northward of Maryland, which are

much the mofl populous, and b:d fair to be flill

more ib, as they increafe with much the greated

rapidity. We are now told of the " COMPLAINTS
or this nearly a million of Britiili iubjedls". If

they have complained, their complaints have been

kept fecret in their own breads, and not divulged

univerfity of Cambridge ; which, as it agreed with other

copies that had been feen, and contained nothing in it

that nas been excepted againlt, may Be looked upon as

genuine. And, in this view of it, i would obferve, that

cc the people belonging to the Church of England, in
1

America", are faid " to be more than a million". This

differs from the Dr's account, which is,
" near a mil-

lion". But inftead qf charging thefe accounts with

inconfiftency, I would rather fay, they may both be-

equally true ; the number may be S* near a million'', or
c; more than a million", juft as the Epifcopalians pleafe,

if the NEGROE-OLAVES are reckoned ; for, as the Dr.

has toid us,
"

they were found, in the furyey that was.

made, in 1762, to be eight hundred and forty four

thoufand". So that, by only grcatning cr lefTening the

number of thefe NEGROES, the " members cf the

Church" will be either Cfc

near", or quite, or "more than

a million." ; though, if they are not reckoned, [and it

would be to an high decree {hameful to attempt to

reckon them] the number of Enifcopalians will be at

once decreafed many hundred thoufsnds. -It is farther

fiud, in the next paragraph,
" the extent of inhabited

Country which hath hitherto, with refpe& to Epifco-

pacy, been neglected, is fome thoufands of miles".

Has not this declaration^ (imply as it (lands, a tendency
to lead ftrangers into a wrong conception of the inha-

bitants of this extent, as to their relig
;ous denominati-

on ? It is indeed true, that this " extent is fomethou-
"'"I ft

*
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to the world. So far as we may judge by the

PETITIONS that hav7e been lent home, the Epiico-

pal-Clergy ONLY are the complainers. They are

certainly the only peribns, we have heard of, who
have made any ftir about the want of Bifhops $

and had not they difcovered a reftiefs frame of mind,

upon this account, no body elie would : Nor, fo

far as I can learn, are there any confiderable num-
bers, to whom they have be-n able to propagate
their uneafinefs of fpirit. Some of the rhoft re-

fpe6table Epifcopaiians, in thefe parts, for fobriety,

good fenfe, and a Ready attachment to the in cere ft

of the Church of England, have declared it to be
their opinion, that Bifhops would be of no fervice

here, and that they did not delire they mould be
fent. And it is to me, as well as to many I have
converfed with upon this head, Epilcopalians a-

rnong others, very questionable, whether, if the

members of the Church of England, in thefe north-

ern

fands of miles" ; but it is as true, as to it's one hair,
that not a thirtieth part of the inhabitants are Epifco-
paiians ; and, a? to the other half, that their number
will be vaftly lelfcned, when a deduction has been made,
as it ought to be, of the other denominations, together

tfri'h thofe who profefs no religion, and are equally in-

different to every tnode in which it is exeicifed. It

would have been but fair, if fome hint, at leaft, of this

kini had been fu^gefted. . As the. paffage now ftand^ 9

thole, to whom the petition was feat, would naturally
be led to think, that the inhabitants, through this

large extent, were moftly, if not wholly, profefTors of
the Church of England : Though the Petitioners

themfelves kn3vtr

, if they had entertained this idea of

them, it would not, in any tolerable degree, have con-
fifted with truth. It may, I believe, be juftly faid, if

there had ben more fimplicity} and lefs art, in the

wording this petition, it would not have been fo ex-

ceptionable as it now is.



13 6 The Appeal to the Public ah'fwerecf.
t

i

ern Colonies, were to give in their votes, and to

do it without previous Clerical influence, they
would be found to be or. the fide of an American-

Kpifcopate. As to the " mod: unprecedented
hardfhips, and intolerable grievances" this " million

of Britiih fubjccls are fuftcring wi.h regard to re-

ligion", they are, as we have feeh, nothing more
than thefe ; that they are not favored with the

enjoyment of'that "
difciplsne, the reftoration of

which cannot RATIONALLY be attempted by thofe
in authority", and which, if

(< much reverenced

by any, they would be elteemed WRONG-HEADED,
or MEAN-SPIRITED, or BOTH" : That though or-
dination cannot be obtained without going to Eng-
land for it ; yet that they have good friends there,
who will lighten, if not totally take ofT

5
t his burden,

by bearing thenv.eives the expence arifing there-
from : Aad,infine,chat they put theSociety at home
at a vaft expence of chanty, without which theEpif-
copal Churches, in many of the Colonies, would be
in danger of foon dropping into Non-exiftence.
And notwithftanding this gfoundlefs clamor of
" unfufferable hard (hips, and intolerable griev-
ance", the Church of England in America has had
more and greater favors beftowed on it, than any
other denomination of chnftians here ; yea, thaii

all of them put together : And it may alfb, 1 be-

lieve, with ftriel: truth, be affirmed, that no reli-

gious profefTors, in any Colonies on the face of
the earth, have been fo kindly and charitably
encouraged, helped, and, I may fay, upheld in

being.

I NOW proceed to take into condderation the
PROPOSED PLAN for an American-Epifcopate. It

is as follows.

6{ THAT
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" TFIAT the Bifhops to be Tent to America fhali
* c have no authority, but purely of a fpiritual and
" Ecclefiaftical nature, fuch as is derived altogether
" from the Church, and not from the (late Thac

this authority (ball operate only upon rhe Clergy
of rhe Church, and not upon the Lairy, nor

Dificnters of any denominations That the Bi-

(hops (liall not interfere wirh the property, or
"

privileges, whether civil or religious, f Church-
" men or Differ! ters -Thar, in particular, they"

(hall hive no concern with [he Probate of Wills,
"

letters of Guardian-fh;p and AdAiiniuration, or
"

Marriage-licences, nor be judges in any cafes
"

reluing rhereto But, that they (hall only ex-
"

ercife the original powers of their offices, as be-
*' fore fta:ed, i e, ordain and govern the Clergy," and adminifter confirmation to thofe who (halt
Gt defire it".

. *

BEFORE I come to the objedGous we have to
. .

- *j

make to this plan, I would previoufiy interpofe
bne thing, weighty in itfelf, and of fpecial im-

portance to thofe, who have been employed in

contriving, and opening, ir to the world. It is this.

They have given no evidence, that they were au-

thorifed to this bufmefs , and, in meddling with

what they were not duly called to, they have aited

in direfc violation of as exprefs an article as any in

the eftablilhed orders of the Church of England.
Let it be obferved here,

THE Dr. introduces this plan with faying,
"

ic

has long been fettled by our friends and fuperiors
at home, and the Clergy of this Country have often

iignified their intire approbation and acquiefcence
therein". And again, when he had wrote the plan

S for
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for publication, he adds,
"

this, without any refer-"

vation or equivocation, is the exact plan of an

American Epifcopate, which has been fettled at

home". It is truly extraordinary, that Epifcopa-
lians fhould tell us of a SCHEME for the million of

Bifhops to the Colonies fettled at home, and ap-

probated by the Clergy of the Church of England
here, to the intire neglect of his MAJESTY, the

acknowledged SUPREME HEAD of their Church*
without whom there can be not only no fettlcment

of a plan, reft ring to any Ecclefiaftical affair what-

ever ; but no authority fo much as to ATTEMPT
to form one. It is juftly prefumed, if his Majtfiy
had been in view, when it was faid of this plan,
" that it has long been fettled by our friends and

fuperiors at home"> the manner of diclion would

have been more expreliive of dutiful reverence and

fubjeclion , at lealt, fome intimation would have

been given of the RORAL LICENCE to act in this

matter. But, inftead of this, a plan is mentioned,
and publimed to the world as a fettled one, with-

out fo much as an hint of any COMMUNICATED
AUTHORITY from his MAJESTY to this purpofe ;

which is really ilrange, efpecially if considered as

done by thofe who may reasonably be fuppofed to be

well acquainted with the conflitution of their own

Church, and the vaft extent of the King's fupre-

macy over it. Even the CONVOCATION, when

convened by the King's writ, have no authority to

fettle any plan without his content, nor indeed fo

much as to ATTEMPT to form one without HIS

LICENCE. In the year, 1722, the upper houfe

refufed to aft upon a declaration fent to them from

the lower houfe, for this reafon in fpecral,
" that

without a ROYAL LICENCE, they had no authority

to ATTEMPT, enact, PROMULGE, or execute any
Canon,
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Canon, by whatever name it might be called, which

Should concern either doctrine or difcipline".
*

And yet, a plan has been PJUVAETLY formed "
by

ibme friends and fupenors at home", and " AP-

PROBATED by the Epiicopal- Clergy here", and ia

CONVENED BODIES for the purpoie , which plan
is now pubiifhed to the world, and objeclors in-

vited tdTjpropple their objections, if they have any,
to be trved at the tribunal of the Public. Is this

j

manner of conduct, in any degree, conformable to

the oonftkmed order of the Church of England ?

Dare Biiliops, or even Arch-Rifnops, at home,
venture upon a method of acting fo icpugnant to

that SUPREMACY in all Ecclefiaftical matters, with

which, by repeated acts of Parliament, the CROWN-
has been veiled ? It cannot eafilv be accounted

rf

for, that it fhouid be ventured upon in the Colo-

nies. Surely, a Plan for an Epifcopate thus form-

ed, fettled and publiihed, ought to have no great

regard paid to it. Whatever "
fupenors at home"

S 2 may

*
. Cilamy's abridgement, vol. I, pag. 639. This refufal of-

the upper houfe,for the given reafon, perfectly agrees,with

what was enacted by the ftatute, 25111 Henry 8- called the.

act of fubmiillon, decreeing t. That the convocation
(houid, from thenceforth, be aflembled only by tie King's
writ. 2. That it ihould make no Canons or confutations,
bat by ihel&ng's'licitteg) firft given them i'o to do. 3. That

having agreed on any Canons or ccnfiitutions, they
jQiould neither PUBLISH, nor execute them, without
the Kings confirmation. Nor 4. By his authority, ex

ecute any but with certain limitations. Walce's appea! 3

&c. pag. 4. as cited by the diffenting Gentieman 9 pag.

25 i. Vid. alfo Burn's Ecclefiaftical law, under the word,
convocation ; \vhere thefe particulars are mentioned
as the purport of this ftatute, in the opinion of two,
chief Juftices, and divers other Juftices, at a

before the Lords in Parliament,



i The Appeal to the Public anfwerecL

may have had an hand in contriving and fettlins* ^3 C^j

this plan, wheiher they were Rifhops, or Arch-

Biiriops, and how " often foever" it may have been
V approbated by the Epilcopal-Clergy in this

Country", it is, in reality, nothing more than their

private fentirnents concerning the matter ; and to.

publifh
thefe as

" a fettled approbated Plan" inuft

appear, to all capable judges, an inftance of no

fmall piefurnption : Efpecially, if it be remem-

bered, that this is done in direct violation of an

exprefs Canon of the Church of England, guarded
with a very heavy penalty; which the Dr. and

ihofe who put him upon publifhing this plan, may
do well to confid.er. The Canon, 1 have in viewa

is the LXXIIld, which ordains and con(titutess

1 tha no Frieils, or miniflers of God's word, nor
CG

. any other perfons, ihall meet together in any
* 6

private houfe, or elfe\vhere, to cpn'fult upon any
^ matter or courfe to be taken by them, or upon
GC their motion, or direction by any others, whicK
&6
may any way tend to the impeaching, or de-

praving of the doclrine of. the Church of Eng-
land, or of the book of common prayer, or of

any pan of the government, or difcipline now e-
GS fUblifhed in the Church of England, under pain,

V of excommunication, ipfo facto". , It will net be

difputed, th'it there has been " the meeting to-

gether
55
cf tome of the Epifcopal- Clergy, Aiperior

or inferior, or both, at home, or in this Countrys

V in private houfes, or eliewhere, to confult upca.
a courfe", yea-, to form a Plan, for altering the
cc
government and difcipline of the Church of

England
9 *

in the Colonies \ which, in true mean-

ing, and reality of conduction, is a practical
" im-

pediment" of it ; and greatly aggravated, as this

3 thus privately formed., has been publifhed to.

cc

cc
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the world for them to judge of it's reafonablenefs.

The fad: itfelf is too flagrant to need any proof;
and we (hall have occafion, by and by, to fhew,
that the planned and publifhed alteration ESSEN-

TIALLY breaks in upon the conftituted government
and diicipline of the Church of England. How
the frarners and publishers of the fcheme for this

alteration can reconcile their conduct with the a-

bove-ched Canon, they are bcft able to fay. In

the mean time it behoves them to think, whether,

by the conftitution of their own Church, they are

not efteemed excommunicated perfons.

I MIGHT now be reafonably excufed from tak-

ing any further notice of this Plan, as it is, not

only deftitute of all authority, but comes handed

to confideration in evident contradiction to it.

However, I will go on, and diftinctly mention the

objections we have to make againft it. Arid, as
65 the friends of the Church, to ufe the Dr's words,

pag. in. are defirous to know what can be faid,

or iuggefted, againft an American Epifcopate, in

the form wherein it is propofed to fettle it", and

have "
requefted thofe who have any thing to of-

fer, to confine themfelves to this particular point",
I fhall endeavour their gratification ; and the ra-

ther, that they might not have it to fay,
" the ob-

jections are not to the pjrpofe", as not being a-

gainft the plan that was propofed.

OBJECT. I. The government and difcipiine of

the Church of England, under the propofed Ame-
rican Epifcopate, is injurious, both to the Church,
and the Bifhops that are to preftde over it.

IT is injurious to the Church. One of the grand

pleas.,
in favor of the million of Bifhops to the Co-
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Ionics, has all along been, the "
lamentably wretch^

cd date" of the Epiicopal Churches in being
*.' without government and difcipline" for want ct

them , and yer, according ro this Plan,
" the au-

thority of Bifhops", if they are lent,
"

fhall operate

only on the Clergy, not the Laity'", even of the

members of the Church of England. We are

fully iatisried wich that part of the Flan, which
limits their authority wkhi'n the bounds of the

Epiicopal Churches, and provides for it's
" noc

operating upon other denominations of chriftians'**

This we chink is highly reafonable. But why.
fhould the government of theie Bifhops be con-O , >. .

'
A

fined to the Clergy cf the Church of England r
;

Why may not it's Laity alio be favored with the

benefit of their governing authority ? If thisChurch
is in fufFering circumftanccs, in point of govern-
ment and discipline for want of Bifhops, and to fo

great a degree as to niflifie the complaint of" un

precedented hardfnip, intolerable grievance", why
fhould not the Laity, as well as Clergy, be reliev-

ed by their mifuon ? Are k's Clergy ii's only
members that need government and difcipline ?,

Are they, beyond all others, inclined to vice, cr

cfjforderly in their condutl: ? It is to he hoi,ed,

this is not the real truth : Or if it was, it would'

not be a jufiiricauon of this part of the Plan. For,
if government in the hands of Bifhops is an initi-

tiuion of Chrift, and intended for the benefit of

the Church, including the Laity, as well as the

Clergy, why- is this diftindion made ? What ima-

ginable good realbn can be given, why the former,
as truly as the latter, fhould not be partakers of

this benefit P By the constitution of the Englifh
Church, the Laity as well as Clergy are put under

ths governing care of Bifhops i and their a in bo-
1 *.
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rity, at home, extends to both, to the one as truly
as to the other. And why fhould not the Epilco-

pal-Coioniits enjoy tlie lame happy privilege ?

The plain truth is, they are hardly treated in this

Plan. They are not merely neglected , but, what

is much worie, exprefs provifion is made that they
fliall be excluded the benefit of the governing au-

thority of their Bifhops. Is this reafonable ? Wilt

they, will the world, think it is ?

IT is injurious to the Bifhops alfo it is propofecl
ihoiild be ient to theColonies. They are, in a meer

arbitrary manner, retrained in the exercife of thac

authority, which, in the judgment of thefe very
Planners, p-operly belongs to them both by;

apoftolic appointment, and the confirmation of the

^Church of England. Why then fhould they be

deprived of one half of that, which is their jufl

right ? If it is fit, they Oiould be allowed the ex-

eicife of their authority in the government of the

EpHcopal-laity at home, why not in America ?

What good reafon can be afligned for making this

wide difference ? If Bifhops are fent hither, the

Laity of the Epifcopai Churches are as properly
the objeds of their government, as the Clergy ;

and, if they are confidered either as officers of

Ohrift, or of the Church of England, it as truly

belongs to them to exerciie a governing authority
over the one as the other. The lirrutarion of their

power, propofed in the Plan, is therefore an un~
reafonable invafion of their juft right as Bifhops;
tea, if the government of the Church, as the Dr.
has endeavoured to prove, is lodged by Chrift, and

}iis Apoftles, with fuch Bifiiops as he would have
fent to America, will it not favour of fpiritual

Jobbery to deprive them of it in any part ? And

why
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why fhould any attempt to do fo ? What fpeciat

end the formers of this Plan might have in their

view, by thus limiting their Bifhops authoiity, I

am not able to fay. It is not eafie to conceive

what advantage they could propofe to gain hereby.

But, whatever their end was, they have certainly

laid their American Bifhops under reftraints, iri

regard of governing authority, that are injurious

to the tn as well as the Laity, as they do not allow

them the exercife of thofe rights, which, they

themfelves think, properly belong to them, as

officers in the kindom of Chrift.

OBJECT. II. The Biihops, in this plan, are

widely different from the Bilhops of the Church

of England at home, that it is not reafonable they

fhould be either defired, or fent. The Bifhops,

propofed for the Colonies, befides being re-

{trained in the exercife of their authority to the

Clergy only, are to be fiript of all that civil pow-

er, which is, in England, annexed to their eccle-

fiaftical. And, if we fnay depend on the Dr's

word, they are, moreover, to have no SPIRITUAL

COURTS. For he fays, pag. 95.
u

if our Ameri-

can Bifhops are to have no authority over diffen-

ters, nor indeed to exercife difcipline over our own

people, the Clergy excepted ; then the frightful

objection of fpiritual courts intirely vanifhes. For

if no authority of this kind will be claimed, or ex-

ercifed by them, we may be fure that no Courts

will be erefted for the exercife of it". What kind

of Bifhops are here provided for the Colonies ?

How amazingly different from the Bifhops at

home ? Is it reafonable to expect the miffion

of fuch ? I may rather fay,
is it reafonable

fo much as to defire their miffion ? Have not the

DifTenters
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DifTenters in England been complaining for more
than an hundred years of the difficulties and nard-

fhips, arifing from the unnatural junction of civil

arid fpirrual powers in thefe Church- officers ? Y< a,

have nc-t Episcopalians themfelves, Bifhops as well

as others of inferior rank, joined with :iiem in ar-

dent withes, and importunate intreaties, for a

change tn the fpirituai courts, at lead as t : their

manner of adminiftrarion ? And (hall a cornpara-
ti*e handful of Epifcopal profefibis, moftof whom,
in many of the Colonies, are fo inefficient, as than

they are upheld in being, with refptct to their

religious denomination, at the charitable expence
of a diftant Society , I fay, fliall thele imagine
themfelves fo important, as that, for their lakes,

the powers and appendages of Bifhops fhall be fo

mightily abridged ? Surely, the whole body of

Diflenters in England, and a very cohiiderable pare
of the eftabhfned Church there, are as well worthy
of the national attention ; and it is as fit, their re-

<juefts, often repeated, (hould be anfwered. Wr.en
this is done, it will be rime, and not before, fo ex-

peel that this plan fhould be confidered, and bro't

into effect.

NOT that we object againft the propofed abr'dg^
rnent of the power ofB.ihopsas unreafonable in

itfelf We think, on the contrary, it is a wife and

equitable alteration ; and heartily wifh, that thefe

appendages, quite extraneous to the office of Bi-

Ihops, and greatly prejudicial to the faithful exe-

cution of it, may no more be united with it. The
fooner they are disjoined, and forever feparated, the

better. It would, we apprehend, tend greatly
to

promote the good of the Church of Chrift. Buc
what we object is, the partiality of the propofal ;

T it's
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it's being confined to the Colonies, and not ex-

tended to the Mother-country, For if this plan-
ned rtftraint is reafonable in itfelf, it is as reafcna-

ble it fhould take place tbere^ as here \ and to de-

iire it bere upon any other plan than fuch an ex-

fenfire one as fhall operate in England, as well as

America, appears to us inconiiiient and abfurd.

x

IT may deferve confideration, as uniformity is

one of the main things aimed at in the conltitu-

tion of the Church of England, whether it would

comport with this deftgn to make the propofed
difference between Bifhops here and at home ?

Are they not officers of one and she fame Church*
and of equal rank and degree ? Why then fhould

they be thus vefted with different powers ? How
diffimilar would be fhe appearance of fuch Bifhops ?

Would it not hurt, if inn quite deftroy thtChurch's

uniformity, in regard of it
7
s officers ? And wha

muft we think of a conftitution, that would cloths

precifely the fame officers of the fame Church,
not with the fame, but with widely differing pow-
ers ? Would it argue confident regularity in the

conftitution ?

IT aught to be confidered yet farther., if Bifhops
fhould be fent to the Colonies with thefc retrained

powers, whether undefirahlc confequences mi.ohs

not be naturally feared, both here, and at borne ?

V/OULD h be unreaibnable to fuppofe, that the

Bidiops bere would be difpufed to jhrovv off thss

reftrsint as ibon as might be ? Would it be any
other than what has been done a thoufand times

over, if they fhould embrace all opportunities, in

the vigorous ufe of all likely means Jo recover

thefe
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thefe appendages to their office they have been de-

prived of ? Would it not be a good plea in their

favour, that they aimed at nothing more, than be-

ing upon a par wkh their brethern in the fame
office ? HaveBifhops, in the fcveral paft ages of the

Church, difcovered fuch want of ambition, and fo

great a difinclination to the enlargement of their

Sphere of power, as to render it in the lead degree

improbable, cna: they would act in the manner that

has been defcribed ? Nay, the Dr. himfelf has

been fo off his guard, as even to fugged,
*

that, in

time to corne, they
"
may be veiled with fuch a

degree of civil power, as may be worthy of their

acceptance", and to juftifie tne thing itfelf. Whac
he has faid, upon this head, may be confidered in

it's proper place,

AND, at borne, would there be no likelyhood of

uneafinefs, in confequence of an American -Epif-

copate upon this plan ? Might not the vaft num-
bers there, who have long complained of the too,

largely extended power claimed and exercifed by
Bifhops, think themfelves hardly treated, chat no

regard fhould be paid to their intreanes, while a

comparatively few inconfiderable profcilors of rhe

Church of England in America are heard, and an,

Epifcopace fettled for them according to their

mincl ? And would even the Biihops thcmfclves at

home be pleafed with the propoled limitation of

the authority of Bifhops here ? Would they not

eafily and naturally argue from what was done,

in the Colonies, to what might, with as much
reafon, be done in England ? If Bifliops in Am-"-

rica may be as faithful in their office, and do their

duty as well, without fpiritual courts and c.vi!

T a

J Pag, lie.
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power, as with them, what need of thefe annexed

appendages at home ? Why may net Bifhops there

be as reafonably reftrained in their authority, as

Billi )ps in the Colonies ? Ir can fcarce be fuppofed
it fhould efcape the thought of our EnglifhBiihops,
that the lettlemt-nt of iuch an Epifcopate in Ame-.

rica, as is here propoftd, may prepare the way for

fuch a change in the power of Bifhops at home3

they would not be very fond of.

I SHALL not think it unneceffary, before I leave

this objedion, to obferve, that not only the Dr.

but the Clergy that de fired him to write, and their

fuperiors at home alfo, feem to be united in the

thought, that, if Bilhcps are fent to the Colonies,
it would be reafonable they mould be fuch, as,

they have defcribed, that is, Bifhops diverted of all

power but that, which they call
f *

purely ipirkual" :

Otherwife, they would not have been at the pains
to prepare, and publiih their plan of an American

Epiicopate. We all as one join with them in this

fcnt-jment. If Bifhops are fent to the Colonies

with civil as well as ipiritual powers, and claim it

as their right to concern themfelves here, as they
do at home, wish the Probate of Wills, letters of

Guardian- fhip and Admimftration, holding their

courts, and acling as judges in matters of this na-

ture, it would introduce an effential change in the

fettled eonftitution of the Colonies upon this head,
and vacate all truir laws relative thereto, And
this is an alteration that would afFtft all denomi-
nations among us, Episcopalians in common with

ethers ; inlbmuch, that they rhemklves would not

defire Bifhops mould come here vefted with fuch

power. It is not fuppofed, there are a fcore of

ihis denomination, in all the Colonies, who would

be
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be gratified with fo deftrudive an eftablimment.

It would, without all controverfit, be the occafion

of univcrlal confufion. Inltead of thac peace and

quiet we now enjoy, there would be noife and

ciarnor, anger, wrath, (trife, and all manner of dif-

fraction : Efpecia'ly would this be the confe-

quence, if thele Bilhops, in the exercife of their

authority, fhould interfere with the religious liber-

ties and privileges of other denominations. Thefe
their fathers purchafed for them at a very dear

rate, thefe they value as their deareft intereft, and,
rather than be deprived of them, they would

chearfully fubmit to the lofs even of life itfelf. Ic

is not therefore imagined by Epifcopalians, any
more than other denominations, that this kind of

Bimops will be thought proper for the Colonies ;

nor can it be fuppofed, they will be ever fent, un-

lefs a change in the ftate of affairs at home mould

unhappily take place, that will be as detrimental

to them, as it will be to us.

OBJECT. III. The Church of England knows
no fucti Bimops as are fpecified in this plan, nor

can they, in confiftency with it's conftirution, be

fent to the Colonies. The American Bimops, fays

the Plan,
"

(hall have no authority but purely of

a fpintual and ecclefiaftical nature, fuch as is AL-

TOGETHER FROM THE CHURCH, NOT FROM
THE STATE"; that is, in plain Englifh, they (hall

have no authority at all as officers in the Church
of England.

/

IF by this
c '

purely fpintual authority" is meanf,

authority that has for it's object ONLY the con-

cerns of religion, and the fouls of men, it is ac-

knowledged, it may be thus confined. This was

the
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the only authority of Biihops, whether we under-

ftand the word in the hpiicopaiian lenfe, or our's,

in apoftolic times, and afterwards, until Conftan-

tine became a chnftian by profefiion. And it

would have been happy for the Church of Chrilr,

if civil power had never been annexed to that

office, v/hich has nothing to do but with the Ipi-

ritual interelts of men. But then, it is to be re-

membered, that this authority, at leaft as to it's

exercife in the Church of England, is net ALTO-
GETHER FROM THE CHURCH, and NOT FROM
THE STATE , noi can this be the cafe, conform-

ably to it's prefent elt.abliihment. Is not the

KING the acknowledged SUPREME HEAD of this

Church ? Does it own any for Bifhops, or can

there be any, without his licence for their election,

and nominating the perfons that fiiall be chofen r

And when they have been elected and confecrated,

can they exercife the kaft authoriry, even in fpi-

rituai and ecclefiaftical matters, but by hirn ?

and within the limits that have been pointed out

to them by the STATE ? Can they vary a title

from it's prefcribed orders in any one ihing per-

taining to the exercife of authority ? Are they not

obliged to the ufe of tho re forms of prayer, that

mode of ordination, and that manner of admi-

niftring the facramen?, the STATE has enjoined r

Is there any one part of government or difupline

shey can depart from, or alter ? How then fhould

their "
authority be ALTOGETHER ;m the

CHURCH, not from the STATE" ? Can thar au-

thority, with any (hew of reafon, have ti.is affirm-

ed of ir, which cannot be obtained without the in-

tervening pleafure of the KING, and, when ob-

tained, cannot be exerciied hut within certain li-

mits, which have been afcertained by the STATE ?
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To fpeak of that authority as ALTOGETHER from
the CHURCH, which is fo efTentially dependent on
the STATE, that it cannot be had but in com-

pliance wich the laws it has made, nor exercifed

but in conformity to them, is highly inconfiftente

It is indeed this dependance on the STATE, not-

withftanding the defired authority ALTOGETHER
from the CHURCH, that is the true fource of all

the hardlhips and grievances, on account of the

want of Bifhops in America, that have been fo

bitterly complained of. Did Bifhops of the Church
of England no more depend on the STATE, and
no more derive their authority from it, than our
miniflers do, the Epifcopal Churches here might as

well be fupplied with Bifhops, as our's are with Pa-

flors. What fhould hinder ? The Apoftles in their

day, and their fucceffors afterwards for many years,
were vefted with fpiritual powers, 2nd exercifed

them, according to the inltitution of Chrift, with-

out the intervening help of any civil itate what-

ever. And why may not the officers of God's

fpiritual kingdom now he vePced with like powers,
and go on in the exercife of them, in the fame way ?

Our EpifcopalianColonifts make fome pretences to

this, while they fay, the Bifhops they propole fhould

be fent to America ftt
fhall have no authority hut

fuch as is ALTOGETHER FROM THE CHURCH";
but what a vain pretence is this ? How abiurd ?

when they know that Bifhops can have no authority
in the Church of England, but from the STATE ?

If they may be veiled with authority, it cannot be

exercifed, as officers in this Church, but from the

KING, and ALTOGETHER conformably to the

ORDERS of the STATE. If it had been only faid,

the Colony-Bifhops fhall have no other than purely

fpiritual authority, nor exercife any other, this

would
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would have been intelligible and confident , but

to propofe that they fliould have this authori-

ty not at all from the STATE, as muft be the

cafe if it is ALTOOEHER FROM THE CHURCH,
is to propofe that which is incompatible with the

KING'S SUPREMACY in all fpiritua) and ecclefiafti-

cal marters, and lubverfive of that STATE-POWER,

by which the Church of England has been efta-

blifhed. It cannot therefore be luppoftd, but that

this part of the plan fhould be rejected, both by
the King and Parliament

OBJECT. IV. We are, in principle, againfl all

civil eftablilhments in religion ; and as we do not

defire any fuch eftablifhment in fupport of our

own religious fentiments, or practice, we cannot

reafonably be blamed, if we are not difpofed to

encourage one in favor of theEpifcopal-Colonifts.
We profefs to " fear God, and honor the King"

-

declaring our readinefs to obey, in fuborciination

to the allegience we owe to him who has been

conftituted " Head over all things", the "
powers

ordained of God" to bear rule over us. We ac-

knowledge, with humble gratitude, the favor of

our rightful Sovereign, in allowing us the enjoy-
ment of thofe "

liberties, wherewith Chiift has

made his difciples free" 5 though we judge, at the

fame time, and upon Tolid reafon, as we imagine,
that we have a juft right to think for our felves in

matters of religion, and, in confequence of this

right, to worftvp God in that way, which, we ap-

prehend, will be mod acceptable to him , and
while we do this,

"
leading quiet and peaceable

lives, in all godlmefs and honefty", we think far-

ther, we have a claim to the protection of the State,

and the benefit of thofe laws it has made, or

reafonably
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reafonably miy make, for the fecurity of it's loyal
fubj efts in the exercife of their rights and liber-

ties, whether civil or religious. But we defire not,

and fuppofe we have no right to defire, the inter-

pofirio.i of the (late to eflablifh our fentiments in

religion, or the manner in which we would exprefs
them. And, as we do not defire this for our felves,

it would be hard to expect we fhould defire it in

behalf of others. It does not indeed appear to

us, that God has entrufted the ftate with a right
,to make religious eftablifhments. If the ftate in

England has this delegated authority, muft it not

be owned, that the (late in China, in Turkey, in

Spain, has this authority alfo ? What mould make
the difference, in the eye of true reafon ? Hath the

ftate in England been diftinguifhed by heaven by
any peculiar grant, beyond the ftate in other Coun-
tries ? If it has, let the grant be produced. If it

has not, all dates have, in common, the fame au-

thority. And as they mud feverally be fuppofed
to qxert this authority in eftablifhments conform-

able to their own fentiments in religion ; what can

the conu:quence be, but infinite damage to the

caufe of God and true religion ? And fuch in fad:

has been the confequence of thefe eftablimments

in all ages, and in all places. What abfurdities in

fentiment, and ridiculous follies, not to fay grofs

immoralities, in practice, have not been eftablifhed

by the civil power in fome or other of the nations

of the earth ? Even in chnftian Countries, fo call-

ed, has not that been eftablifhed for the religion of

Jvifus, which, for the greater part by far, palpably
contradicted the principles of common fenle ? Has
not a power been religiouOy eftablimed in oppofi-
tion to Chrift, that has exalted itfelf

" above all

that is ^called God", and that has filled the earth

U with
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with the blood of thofe, who choie death, in the

roof! hidtouily connived forms, rather than to pay
homage to iuch an idol of falie worfhip ? Yea, in

England itfelf, has not the religion of Chrift, under

popifh eftablifnments, been debated, corrupted^
and turned into a meer farce ? And, fince the re-

formation, what has been fo great an obftacle to

Gofpel-fimplicity and purity of worfhip, as that

eftablifhment, which, havirg once obtained, the

ftrongeft reafonings, and moft earned in treaties,

have not availed to effect an alteration in it, not fo

much as in acknowledged exceptionable articles ?

We are not convinced, that religious eftablifh-

ments are at all adapted to ferve the caufe of truth

and viitue
-,
but are rather perfuaded, they have

been, and ever will be, greatly detrimental to the

prevalence of real genuine Chriftianity. And as

theAmericanCoionies,at: lead many of them, are, at

prefect, free from difficulties and embarafments

by means of fuch eftabiifhments, we cannot but

hope they will always remain fo. It ought not to

be fuppofed, that thofe Colonies mould be fond of
an eitablifhed Epifcopate, which were fettled by
fuch as were driven from their native land by the

oppreffive exercife of Prelatical power. We
fhould exprefs but little regard to the memory of
our Progenitors, and lefs gratitude for their pious
care, in oppofition to heavier tryals, and greater

harofhips, than we can now eafily conceive of, to

tranfmit religion to us free from all yokes of bon-

dage, if we fhould encourage the eftablifhment of
that veiy power which was fo injurioufly harrafilng
to them, and may in time be fo to us.

OBJECT. V, The Church of England in the

Colonies, in it's comparative low ftate, inftead of an

Epifcopate,
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Epifcopate, upon this plan, or any other, needs

rather the charitable affiilance of it's friends to

fupport it's preienc minifters, and others that are

flill wanted. In North-Carolina, the religious ftate

of things, by all accounts, is deplorably lad. The

public worfhip of God, in any form, is ftrangely

neglected ; and they have few, very few, minifters

jo officiate in gofpel-adminiilratipns. That chari-

ty, which might be fufficient for the maintenance

of as many Miffionaiies as would be needful there,

would be fvvallovved up by one Bifliop only. And
would this fo much tend to the honor of God, and

the good of fouls, as if it was expended in fupport
of Millions that are really neceflary ? I fhall only

lay of Virginia, and Maryland, that it can do them
no harm, if we heartily wifh, that a better and more

general regard was paid thereto the inftitutions of

Jefus Chriit. As to the other Colonies, extending
from Penfylvania to the northern moil bounds of

the Mailachufetts-Province, notwithftanding the

pious care of the Society at home, and the vaft

charity they have annually been expending in fa-

vor of the Church of England, from their firft in-

corporation to this day, it has grown but little in

companion with the other denominations of chrifli-

ans, not having got as yet beyond it's infant {late.

Perhaps there are not more Epifcopal Churches

in thefe Colonies, than there have been thoufands

of pounds (lerling expended towards bringing
them into exiftence \ and they are, by far the

greater part of them, in fo weak and low a (late,

that there would be no hope of their continuance

in being, if that charity was with-held, which, ac

firft, gave it to them : Whereas, the Churches of

oiher denominations, without any charitable help
from home, or elfewhere, are become a great muV?

U 2, tuudea
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titude, rapidly increafing in all parts of the Coun-

try, in the fame proportion beyond the Epifcopal
Churches, as they have all along done from the

beginning, At the largeft computation, there are

not more than twenty fix or feven thoufand Epif-

copalians in thefe feven Colonies, \\hich contain

the greateft number of inhabitants on the Ameri-
can Continent , and of thefe, it would be no wrong
to the truth if it fhould be faid, a very confidera-

ble part went over to the Church, not fo much

upon fober inquiry and real principle, as from dif-

guft at their Parifri-minifter, or unhappy prejudices

arifing from the placing of a Meeting-houfe, or

ibme fuch important difficulty in the towns where

they lived. In this view of the matter, which is

certainly a juft and true one, what occafion is there

far the miflion of Bifhops ? Efpecially, as their au-

thority is pot to extend to the Epifcopal Laity.
Would it not anfwer much better ends, to beftow

that charity it will require to fupport Bifhops, in

providing for thofe Churches that muft come to

nothing, if they are not fupported in this way ?

IT may be v/orthy cf fpecial notice here, one

great complaint in bthalf ot theEpfccpal Churches

is, that numbers of them are deflitute of minifters.

This want f minifters cannot with more truth and

jullice be attributed to any canfe, than the want of

money for the Inpport of more millions. The
Society at home, the grand fource of charitable

help, have feen fit, of late years, to leflen their

grants in fupport of their Miftionaries, for no other

reafon, it is prefumed, than their inability to make

larger ones ; and to the fame inability it is, we
believe, chiefly owing, that there are no miffions

in the places where they are wanted. And, as
* '

. .

this
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this is the cafe,is it prudent to defire anEpifcopate,
which will be attended with a vaft charge, which

muft be defrayed fome way or other ? It fliould

feem as though it would be time enough to defire

Bifhops, when the Church is able to (land upon
it's own legs, and to fupport it's own inferior Cler-

gy, as well as fuch fuperior officers as
Bifliops.

Things are not ripe, as yet, for an Epifcopate.

The Church muft get ftronger footing in the Co-
lonies before this may reaibnably be thought of ;

and there is no probable way, in which it, can at-

tain to this ftrength, but by employing all the pi-
ous charity that can be collected for the better

fupporting the prefent Millions, and providing
for ftill more ? Though after all, it is very quefti-

onable, whether, even with this help, the Church
will foon arrive at fuch a (late of maturity, as to

make it worth while for a Bifhop to come here.

OTHER objections we have to make againft the

plan that has been propofed ; but as they co-incide

with what has been powerfully offered by the late

excellent Dr. Mayhew, I (hall take the liberty to

infert his objections at large. And there may be

a fpecial propriety in this, not only as we efteem

them highly pertinent, and indifputably valid ;

but as they were wrote in anfwer to this very plan,

which, though exhibited by one u who is fuppofed
to be an high dignitary of the Church", and de-

clared, by our author, to be fo harmlefs, in every

refpect, that no reafonable objections can be offer-

ed againft it", he has yet differed to lie expofed
to all the Dr. has faid againft it, not having lifped

a word in reply to him.

BUT, before I prefent the reader, with what Dr.

Mayhew has faid upon this fubject,! would briefly

fuggeli
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facrgeft one thing, as an expedient well adapted

to'com-promife matters between Epifcopalians, and

other Denominations, in the Colonies, and unite

them all in love and peace. It is this
-,

thai rhe

King and Parliament, who veiled Bifhrps at home

with governing and oidaining power in the Church

of England, may, if in their wiidom they think fit
?

jodge che fame power with Prefbyters here. And
ihould they pleafe to do this, it would inilantly put
an end to the complaint for want of governing and

ordaining authority in America. There would

now be no need of Bifhops, as Prefbyters might,
with as much valid propriety, govern and ordain

in the Colonies, as Bifhops in England. For, let

it be particularly noticed, what is now fuggefted
is perfectly agreeable to the principles of the firft

founders of the reformed Church of England.

Governing and ordaining power was not given to

Bifhops, becaufe it was thought they were an or-

der of officers luperior to Prefbyters by DIVINE

RIGHT. It was iuppofed, that all power in Jpiri

tual and ecclefiafiical matters, as well as temporal,
was vetted in the KING, who might communicate

it to what fubordmare mimitcrs he pleai'ed Ic

was upon this principle, that the power cf ORDI-

NATION wasonce delegated toCroniwe) 5aLA YMAN,
as the King's vice-gerent ; who, in virtue of the

King's acknowledged fupremacy, had then as full

legal authority to ordain as any Bifhop in the

kingdom. Upon tjiis fame principle,
4i
Cranmer,

"Arch-Biihop ofCanterbury,Bonner,B^^p orLon-
<c

don, &c. took out commiflians from the Crown,

importing, that, becaufe the vicegerent (Crom-
wel, a lay perlbn) could not perfonally attend

the charge in all parts of the kingdom", the King
[[ authoriies the Bimop in his (the King's) (lead to

ordain5

cc

cc

It
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<c
ordain, wiihin his D :

ocefs, fuch as he judged
"
worthy of holy orders ; to collate to benefices ;

to give inftiuition ; and to execute all orher

parts of the Epifcopal authority ; and this dur-

ing jheKing's plrafure only".* As a celebrated

writer argues,
" from thefe Commiffions, which

" the Bifhops took our, efpeciaily Banner's, Bifhop
" of London, it is evident, that all the power of
" ORDINATION which the Biihops had, or could

have and exercife in this Kingdom, they derived

entirely from the CIVIL MAGISTRATE, and

only from him. And that this really is the cafe
" as to ecdejiaftical orders conferred by our PRESENT
"

Bifhops, that all the validity, fignificancy or

weight which they have in this Church, they
derive purely and folety from the authority of

the MAGISTRATE, inconteftibly appears from

hepce , namely, that the magiftrate has autho-

ritatively directed and prefcribed HOW and TO
" WHOM, ordination is to be given. And fhould
" an ordination be given by all the Bifhops in this

" Church in OTHER manner, & OTHER form,than

that prefcribed by the magiftrate, fuch ordina-

tion would be of no legality at all, nor authority
in this Church. The man fo ordained would be

no proper minifter in the Church of England.
A minifter in the Church of Chrift, he poffibly

might be , but he would, I repeat it, be no
" minifter in the Church of England ; nor would
" have power and authority to officiate as a prieft

therein. Nor let it be here replied, that thefe

Bifhops, who by the laws of England are im-

powered to ordain, are at the fame time to be

confidered

Vid. Examination of the Codex Juris, pag. 32, 33. as

cited by the DifTent. Gentleman, pag, 24, 25,

it
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cc
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cc

cc

cc
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cc
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<c confidered as fucceffbrs of the Apoftles, and have
<c received power of ordination from thefe founders
<c of the chriftian Church by an uninterrupted lineal

* c

defcent. For the conftitution and law of England
c knows nothing at all of this , it refts not thispower,
" which it commits to it's Bifhops, upon any fuch
" lineal Jucceffion or defcent (which it knows to be
" a rope of land, a ridiculous chimera, a thing
" which no man upon earth is able to make out.)
" No ; but it confiders the KING, vefted (by 261

" of Parliament, or the fuffrage of the peoplej with
*' a FULLNESS of ALL fower ecdefeaftical in thele

*' realms, as impowering and autbenjing Bifhops to

" ordain".
*

I mail fubjoin here, mould this power
of ordination, which has been delegated to Biihops
in England, be delegated, by the KING and PAR-

LIAMENT, to Prcfbyters in the Colonies, they
would have as much authority, as officers in the

Church of England, to ordain bere^ as Bimops'have
at home

-,
and any upon whom they mould confer

holy orders would be as authentic minifters of this

Church, and their adminiftrations in it as valid, as if

they had been ordained by the laying on of the hands

of any Bimop, or all the Bifhops, in England. I

would fay yet farther, fuch a conftitution would

much better fuit the ftate of the Colonies, than the

million of Bifhops ; and for the fame prudential

reafons that governing and ordaining power was

vefted in Bifhops, at home, upon the fettlement of

the Church after the reformation, it might be

vefted in Prefbyters in this new world. And fuch

a delegation of power would, I will venture to fay,

be far more realbnable, than the million of Bifhops
to the Colonies that " mail have no authority over

the Laity" of the Epifcopal Churches. Such

Bifhops

*
Diffcnt, Gentleman's anfwer, toWhite, pag. 3103, 205*
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Biflrips are unknown to the Church of England,
and to all an'iquity. They are, in truth, a thing

quite new under the fun,

WHAT Dr. Mayhew has wrote, in oppofition to

the propofed Flan for an American Epifcopate, is

as follows.
'

" THE gentleman, I muft own, has, in his

fcheme, fet this propofal for American bifhops in

a more plaufible, and lefs exceptionable point of

view, than I have feen it placed in before. But he
is not known ; nor has he informed us, upon what

ground or authority he goes, in giving thi^ account

of the matter. The declaration of an anonymous
writer, how confidently foever he may exprcis him-

felf, is not, furely, fufficient to fatisfy us, that this

is the true fcheme planned. How much regard
foever he might juftly claim, if he were known to

'fee a perfon or' that eminence and dignity, which
fome of his expreffions intimate him to be ; yet
while this is unknown, he will excufe us if we do not

intirely rely upon his word, that no other fcheme

has been propofed. This may pofTibly be only his

own fcheme, the fcheme of a private man : And,
till it comes from better authority, or in a more
authentic way, we may confider it as an imaginary
one, calculated to ferve a prefent turn, or to lull

us into fecurity as to bifhops here, till, by the real,

and much more fatal fcheme' s being carried into

execution, it is too late to remonflrate.

W BUT

* Vid. his remarks on an anonymous tra&, entitled an
anfwer to Dr Mayhew's obfervations on the charter

and condut of the Society for the propagation of the

Gofpel in foreign parts, pag. 59, and onwards.
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BUT let us for the prefent take it for granted?
that this gentleman's is the real and only fcheme.

Let us funpofe, that bifhops are to be at firft fenz

to America with fuch limited powers, to rtfide in

epifcopal colonies, and to have no coneern, but

with episcopalians. Have we fufficient ground to

think that they and their fucceffors would, to the

day of doom, or for a long time, remain contented

with fuch powers, or under fuch limitations ? in a

\vord, that they would continue fuch incffcnfive^

harmlefs creatures, as this gentleman fuppofes
-

y

only diffufing blejjlngs around them, on all manner

of people fufceptible of fuch holy imprejficns as are

made by their bands on the good people in Eng-
land , fo that we can reafonably apprehend no mif-

chief from them ? Has this order of men been

remarkable for a quiet, inoffenfive behaviour ?

Have they ufually been free from ambitious views

and projects ? from a difpofition to intermeddle

in fecular, worldly matters, and to enlarge the

fphere of their domination? from attempts to en-

croach upon the rights of mankind, religious or

civil ? from intriguing with princes, or the gover-
nors of countries, for their own advantage ? from

lending their affiftance, and joining with them, in

carrying on fchemes of opprefllon ? Is it natural

to luppofe, that American bifhops would long con-

tent themfelves in a condition fo inferior to that of

their brethren, t}\e 'fuecejjors of the apoftles in Eng-
land ? without any of their temporal power and

grandeur, fo as, in the eyes of molt people, to ap-

pear of a lower order ; and confequently wanting

thataurhorityand reJpecl which, it might be pleaded,
is needful ? Ambition and avarice never want plau-
fible pretexts to accomplim their end. The gen-
tleman fays, he cannot perceive why the people,

even
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even of New-England,
*

might not as fafely breath
4 the fame air with a bifhop, as their brethren in

*Oid England do. However (as he goes on) we
* are unwilling to dilquiet any of them, by import-
'

ing and fettling amongft them a creature, which it

* feems fome of them account to be fo noxious.
*

Only we hope, that his occafiomlly travelling
'

through the country^ cannot infeft it very danger-
c

oufly *.' One, of fuch a difpofition as he pro-
pofes, might not. But what if, inftead of this, he
fliould be anothtrSadbeverel ? no impofiible fuppo-
iition ! And fuch a man would probably be the

moft acceptable to the major part of the epifcopal

clergy, if not of the laity, in New-England.
Might not He be a very noxious creature, infeft the

country in travelling through it, and diSbfeptagues
inilead of blejfmgs^ in his progrefs ? What the gen-
tleman fays upon this head, brings to my mind
what I have read of that great church-man :

' When
' the jpiritual hydra began to belch forth his
5

poifon^ when the prieft went his progrefs, the air
* was ccrruptedl with his breath, and the fell conta-
*

gion fpread itfelf far and near. The Jnakes which
e had laid long in the g^afs, began to fliow their
*

heads, and hils ; they flung many and did much

: mifchief) &c. f

I AM very remote from fufpe6tings that this

gentleman would think fuch a perfon a proper one
for a bimop in America, or any where elfe ; fince

he appears to be of a very different fpirit himfelfl

And it is intimated by him, that we fhall have no

ground for apprehenfions, fince bifhops here, if

any there are, v/ill be appointed by the crown, and

W 2 intirely

^ P, 66. t A Tract intitled Prujllanlt^
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intirely dependent on the government in England 5

thai thefmalleft attempts to-wards an opprejfive enlarge-
ment of fpiritual power would be immediately critj/oed

with indignation by the legijlature there ; and that

both the moderation of the clergy ,
and the watcbfuhiefs

cf the laity over them [God be thanked, if it be io]
are much more likely to increaje than di;i.imftj*.

Thefe are good words, and fair fpeeches j nor do
I doubt, but that the gentleman fpeaks his real

fentiments. But fuppofing all this , taking it

alfo for granted, that in the prefent adminijiration^

there has been a difcovery of fo much wifdom and

integrity, of fuch a great regard to the liberties and

privileges of the fubjecl, and, particularly, offucb
a tender concern for the intereft and profperity of his

Majejiy's American colonies , as leaves us no room to

fear an opprej/ive enlargement ofJpiritual> or any other

power^ during the continuance of it : All this be-

ing taken for granted, yet may not times alter, and
adminiftrations change ? Who knows what the

next reign and adminiftration may be ? or whether

attempts towards an oppreffive enlargement of

power, may not be as much encouraged, as it is

iuppofed they would be frowned on, during the

prefent ? We are certainly much more fecure a-

gainft fuch oppreflion, in the abfence of bilhops,
than we fnould be if they were fixed here. Obfta

principiis, was never thought an ill rnaxim by
wife men. Bifhops being once fixed in America,
pretexts might eafily be found, both for encreafing
their number, and enlarging their powers : And
thefe pretexts might probably be hearkened to, and

prevail., on fuch a change of times as may be fup-

po(ed. To fay the leait, this is much more to be

apprehended, than it is, that, on fuch a change, bi~

fhops
* P. 65.
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{hops fhould be fent higher at firft with fuch op-

preffive powers, or powers that interfere with the

prefent rights and privileges of the Colonifts. Peo-

ple are nor ufuallv deprived of their liberties all at

once, bu: gradually
-

9 by one encroachment after

an jther, as it h found they are difpofed to bear them ;

and things of the mod fatal tendency are often in-

troduced at firft, under a comparatively plaufible
and harmlels appearance. It cannot: therefore be

thought ftrangc, if we like the aforefaid maxim, as

to oppojing the firft attempts, in the prefent cafe ;

and are dcfirous to keep the apprehended evil at as

great a diltance as may be. All prudent men aft

upon the fame principle : Nor can I bring myfelf
to reafon as he didjwhofaid,//

7/^/ hath pofterity done

for us, that we jhould be concerned for pofterity ? And
mould bifhops be once fixed here, to me it is high-

ly probable, that our pofterity would not find it half

fo difficult as this gentleman thinks it is for us now,
before the experiment is made, to anfwer his fpi-

rited demands,
c Where are the perfecutors ? Where

*
is the dragon* ?' Efpecially if it be true, as many

affirm, that high-church tory -principles and maxims
are lately revived in England , and favoured great-

ly by fome, whofe influence may go far towards

bringing them into as much reputation, as they have

been in difgrace fince the death of Queen Anne.

THE gentleman confiders as perfectly chimerical,

the apprehenfions which I formerly hinted, refpect-

ing the inconveniences that might refult from the

appointment of bifnops in America. Particularly,
that by the increafe of the epifcopal party, they

might get a majority in our houfes of aiTembly ;

that in confequence thereof the church of England
might

* P. 65.
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might become the eftabllhed religion of all thefe

colonies ; that a facramen.tal left, or fomethmg like

it, might enfue, to exclude non-conformifts from

places, preferment, and civil offices as in England-,
and that taxes might be impofed on us all in com-

mon, for the maintenance of thefe bifhops, and

the epifcopal clergy. I did not, however, imagine
that thefe dangers were very near at hand in New-

England ; nor do fo now, confidering the fmali

proportion that epifcopalians bear to proteftants of

other denominations. Should bithops be lent, and

the Society bend its whole force to increafe the

church among us, it is not probable that thefe e-

vents would fpeedily take place. But even remote

evils may be reafonably apprehended, as well as

thofe which are imminent ; and are to be guarded

againft, as much as may be. That appointing bi-

fhops for America, would be a probable means cf

increafing the epifcopal party here, will not be de-

nied. This is doubtleis one principal resfon, v, by
It is fo much defired ; tho' neither this gentleman,
nor the Society, fo far as i can at prefent recollect,

has particularly mentioned it. There is how-

ever, fomething which looks a little this way
in the /ibftrad before-cited, wherein the ren-

fons for biihops here are enumerated , one

of whi.h is,
' to confirm new converts from

*
fcbifm V But even fuppofing a majority of

epifcopalians in the legiflative body, in any [/

mufi not jay either, because there are more than two]
of thefe colonies, the gentleman afics,

* Why
* fhould a ted law follow ? Is there any fuch law
c
in the epifcopal colonies ? Or even though there

'
were, can it be imagined, that if a prevailing

? party in New-England were wild enough to

propofef

1715. p.
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*

prouofe, his Majtily, would eve to
*

jjafs
one for that purpole

*'
?' is

any fuch law already in any ^f rrK o-

nies, is with me a doubt, B.tby w ^H - ob-

ferved of the over-bearing Iptnc of epifcopalians

among us, it is iVange to me if there is ivt. The

very Candid tLxa'niner of my Obfervations^ plainly

enough intimity J his define of fuch a law here.

And if there were a confiderable majority of epii-

copilians in the legiflature, with a zealous, not to

fay bigotted and opprefhve epifcopalian Governour

at their head, and bifhops in thefe parts to coun-

tenance and forward fo pious a ich me for edifying
the church ; I make no doubt, but that the

church of England would foon be eftablfhed here

by a provincial law, and a teil-acl: fpeedily pafled.

Nor am I able to fee any ground for the gentle-

man's great confidence, that the King would noc

be advifedto allow that teft ; feeing there is fuch

a one in our mother-country. I prtfume, the

gentleman could affign no folid reafon for a teft-

law in England, by which $roteftant diiTenters are

excluded from offices there, which would not hold

good in favour of a law of the fame tenor here ; I

mean on the fuppofuion of fuch an increafe and

majority of the epifcopal party. Can what is fup-

pofed reafonable and equitable in Old England,
be fuppofed unreafonable and injurious in New ?

Or is it to be imagined, that the Head of the

church of England would, at the defire of the

legiflative body in any of his colonies, refufe to

allow of laws for eftablifhing that church therein,

and for introducing a teft ? laws manifeftly adapted
to the worldly grandeur, if not to the fpiritual

good of that church, which is as it were bis body ;

and
* P,
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and to bring in, if not to convince fchifmatics ? If

the gentleman was able, I could wifli he had done

fomething more toward removing our apprehen-
fions in this refpecl, than to treat them with Icorn 5

which is not the moft likely method to convince

thofe that think calmly of the matter.

HE treats as ftill more wild and chimerical, the

fuppofition of our ever being taxed in common,
for the fupport of bifhops and their clergy. Says

he,
4 The terror of being taxed for bithops, &c.

c
is yet more chimerical than the former*.

9
But in

cafe of fuch an increafe of the epiicopal party, of

the government's coming into their hands, and of

the church of England's being here eftablifhed by
a provincial law, which things muft be prefup-

pofed ; where is the abfurdity of fuch an apprehen-
fion ? I can fee none, except it lies in the injurious

and cpprefflve nature of fuch a fuppofed tax : But

this con fide ration will never prevent the doubts

and fears of thofe, who refledt on what has been

done in almoft every age and country in chriften-

dom, by the prevailing religious party, for their

own eafe, and the further weakening and vexing
the minority. The gentleman obferves, thac
*
tithes are paid in England to the clergy by virtue

* of grants, which laid that burthen upon eftates

c

many ages before the prefent poffefTors enjoyed
c them T.' i. e. in the days of popery. He alfo ex-

prefTes himfelf very pofitively, that if this had not

been done, an act of parliament could not now be

obtained, of (bis or the like nature, by which dijftnters

in common with others, mould be taxed for the

maintenance of the hierarchy. And having, for

ought I can fee, merely by his peremptorinefs, com-

pleated
* P. 63, f Ibid,
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pleated his victory in this refpecl, he immediately

begins his triumph, by laying :

' With what mo-
6
defty then can the Djdlor lugged, that fuel

6 thin* might be feared in New-Englando ~ o
am very giad if the governing parr of the nation

have lb much moderation relucting ftant

diflenters, that Rich an act could not now >e obtain-

ed there 3 which might, as it appears to me, be

jultly locked on as a
^-t-iit hardfhip, of inftar-ce

of oppreili m. It may naturally be luppou d5

this gentleman is o r the lame opiimvj : Why
elfe could not >\A a it nature be now*

obtained, if the hierarchy wi ^ r
already pro-

vided for, by virtue of grants, when ,

T

^ry was

triumphant, which laid the burthen of tythes on
eilates ? But I do not pretend to have a thorough

underftanding of the dofirir.e of -yches, as profiffid

&nd preached in the church of England ; ntvcr

having made :his any, much lefs a principal part of

my Jludy^ however importai
^ may be.

BE this matter as it may5 while there is a Ia-7 m
Force, which bears ib hard on proteftant difTenters9

as the teft does, I (hall not eafi :y be perfwaded?

that it would be impo.Tibie if the hierarchy was

not already provided for, to obtain an acl for thac

purpofe, by which 'he burthen ihould be laid up-
on duTenters in common with others , which, in

fome refpecls, might be thougiH a lefs grievance
than the other : Parricularly a? it would be much
lefs reproachful and ignominious ro them, to be only

obliged to pay to the fupport of a clergv diiapprov-
ed by them, than to be t ea^ed as if they did noc

merit the character, and were rheref~re unworthy
to enjoy the privileges of Britifh iubjects ; though

X it

* P. 64.
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it is well known, his Majefty, whom God preferve^
has none more loyal and faithful.

BUT to return. If bifhops are fent to America,

they mud be well iupportcd -,
this is beyond doubt.

By whoits ? or by what means ? 1 iuppofe there is

r.oc yet a fund provided by legacies, near adequate
to the fupporr of one j it not being a /mail matter^

that fuffices iuch dignified and afoftolical perions*

The Society will probably think, this burthen

ihould not lie upon thtrn ; as they are not able to

fuppcrt a fufRcienc number or miffions among peo-

ple, whole necefTities are great and urgent. Is it like-

ly then, that chcBrkifli nation, fo deeply plunged in

debt, and in which there is fcarce a poffibiluy oF

laying any new taxes, will undertake to maintain

bifhops for America ? No furely. Will the bifhops
and rich clergy in England do it out of their abun-

dance ? This is ac leali as improbable -, eipccially
fince it is iuppofed, that many of them cannor, to

this day, be intirely periwaded, but rhat it is rather

more blelTsd to receive than tv
f
<>ive. Will American

; . 4/ O :

bifhops then, trull to *he generofiry of the people
here

*, depending upon providence and alm^ or, in

other words, upon the good will of the Americans ?

"Will they be content without rtap>~g any other

carnal things here, than what the people may judge
an adequate recom pence for the jpiritual things

fawn by them ; particularly, fince bilhops feldom

preach^ for confirming weak brethren, and for thcfe

hcly imfreffiom made, by their hands, on all manner

of people Jufcep'ible thereof ? If this is all, or the

principal part of what tney receive, their mainte-

nance will not probably half Jatisfy them ; except

perhaps at fir ft, while wonderful effects are expect-
ed from their blejfin^ and the benign influence vftktir
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funfiion. Nor will th^y run the rifque, unlefs they
have more faith in God, and lefs love to the world,

than moll of their order have had, fince Conftantine

the Great became a nurfing father to the church,
and the pious maternal council of Nice fuckled her

wi'h the clear and pure, the uncorrupt and c
fincere

milk' of ffomooufidmty^ that me might
'

grow
thereby.' Can there then be a more probablefup-

pofition than this ; that in confequence of the

epifcopi! party's increafing in thefe colonies,
and becoming a majority in the legifiatures, the

church of England would be eftablifhed by pro-
vincial laws, and the people in common taxed for

the fupport of bifhops and their clergy ? Have we
reafon to think that, from brotherly affection and

tendernels, for fchifmaiicks, they would exempt
them from bearing a part of this burthen ? I wifli

there was not more reafon to apprehend, that they
would oblige non-conformifts to bear a double pro-

portion of it , not, to be fure, out of any enmity,
but only as an inftance of wholefome feveriiy, and a

probable means of bringing them into the bofom
of the church, to their eternal falvation However,
if a law for an equal rax upon conformifb and non-

conformiils were palled in any Britim colony, for

the purpofe aforefaid, there is icarce any room to

doubt, but that it would be confirmed by the

crown : The Head mull take care for the good of
the body, and all its members. Nay, if biihops
were fpeedily to be fenc to America, it leems not

wholly improbable, from what 'we hear of the un-

ttfual tenor of lome late parliamentary acts and

bills, for raifing money on the poor colonies with-

out their content, that provifion might: be made for

the fupport of thefe bifhops, if not of all the church

clergy alfo, in the fame way.
X z
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THE gentleman having endeavoured to expofe
to ridicule the aforefaid apprehenfions, as perfe6Uw

stymerical^ and called my madefty as well as under-

Handing in queftion, even for hinting them, im-

mediately adds,
'

Beddcs, would it have been a
*
good reafon at the revolution, for debaring the

* diiTenters from the full exercife of their church
c
government and worlhin, that if they obtained it,

c
they might perhaps increale till they got a major,

6 vote in both houles, and then enacl no mortal
* knows what 1

-/ Theie cafes, it is conceived, are

much coo diilimilar to ar^ue thus fro.n one to the

other. The church of- England had an exelufive

legal etlabliihrrient, at the time fpoken of; the King
for her Head, and fworn Profeclor, and almoil ail

perfons of in e reft and power for her members.

Conformity wasaloioft, if not the only path to pre-

ferment, civil honours, offices and emoluments.

Jn fhort, the coHftkuison both in church and flare

was fo fecured, io guarded both by laws and mem-
bers, and non-conformii'h were io few, and under

fuch difad vantages, ihat there was not room for

any fear that they would ever iocrt-afc fo as to be-

come, the major and leading parr sn parliament, or

be able, if the)? de fired it, to overturn the eftab-

iifhment, and opprefs epifcopaliarss. Apprehenfi-
ons of this fort, would indeed have been perfedly
chimerical at that time \ efpecially confidering
ciifunion of ncn-conformifts among themleives,
and the moral imppffibiiiry of their uniting,
in

titabiiihing any other particular form of church

government. What parity ? what umilitude is

there between the ctrcumfbrices of New Eng-
land and Old, in rhete rtipecls P The cales

j fo wid, 1

'; diffcrciH, thac it is ft range a
'*'

' v *
' ' * . .

e
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gfntleman of fo much penetration and acumen

fhould, by his manner of reafoning, fuppofe them

parallel, We have no fuch ecclefiaftical eftablim-

mcnt, as that of England , and, I hope, never fhall.

Our churches have no royalHead and Protector, in

the fenfe which that has ; only OME in heaven^

whom we pray to be theProteflor of the other. We
aie ot an independent people, or fovereign ftate,

but dependent on England, wherein epifcopacy is

eftablifhed, and which we honor and obey, as our

mother-counny. Our Governor and all provin-
cial Governors appointed by the crown, I iuppofe

are, and by law muft be, conformifts to the church

of England. A confiderable number of perfons,

even in the N. England colonies, are perfons of

much wealth, influence and power. In moil of the

colonies the rcfpetive Governors have all military
offices at their free difpofal, and the nomination to

civil , and in fome, a negative on the choice ofcoun-

fellors. They mud alto be fupp )fed, as a thing
of courfe, mod to favour epilcopalians , fo that

conformity, inltead of being a bar to preferment
here, is perhaps generally found the readied way to

it. Epifcopalians may be, and often are, chofen

members of both houfes of affembly in the colo-

nies of New-England ; nor is there either law, or

any thing elfe, to prevent this, if, by their qualifi-

cations and good behaviour, they can recommend
themfelves to the ele&ors. And I hope this gen-
tleman would not have the people obliged by law to

chufe them, whether rh y approve of them or not ;

though this feems to be the amount of what he

fomewhere fays. Befides, the epifcopalians here

are more united among themfelves than we are,

being of different feels and parties. And fnould

[the epifcopalians] hereafter approach any
thins
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thing near to an equality with us in point of num-
ber, they will have the advantage greatly in this

refpecl , fince they may more eaiily unite their

ilrength, in puriuing meafures for thfir feparate

advantage, and to our common detriment, than

we (hall ours, in any particular methods of oppo-
fuion to them : So that they may carry their

points, even wi:h inferior numbers ; eipecialh/

being mod favoured by an epilcopai Governor,
whole influence is ordinarily very great out of court\
as well as his proper constitutional power in it.

OUR circumflances being fuch, is there not a

hundred, athoufand times, more reafon to appre-
hend that epifcopaiians may in time become the

major and governing party here, and enact fuch

Jaws as I have been (peaking of, than there was

at the revolution, that the non-conformifts in Eng-
land might do the like there ? I can hardly think

that the gentleman, upon a little reflection, will

dilbwn it. Which being: the cafc, the grand prin-cr1 o i

cipal on which he fets our, in (pecking of Ameri-
can bifhops, is not applicable to the irate of rhefe

colonies ; ai lead, not by far, very fa r

, fo applica-
ble as it was and is to thac of England, The prin-

ciple I intend, is this : 'I hat '
ail members of every.

: church are, accordir.g to the principles of liberty,
*
intitled to every part of what thry conceive to be

6 the benefits of it, intire and complear, fo ]ar <i$

c
confirms with the welfare of civil government*'.' lc

K readily ov/ned, that our appreHenfion of what

IT) ay poihbly or probably be the confequence of

bifliops being fent hsther, ought not to put us on

infringing the religious liberty of our fellow iub-

jedts, and chriftian brethren if ihcy will pardon
this

* P. 53-
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this freedom : Neither have we any power to do

fo, if we were unreafonable and wicked enough to

to defire it ; our charter granting fuch liberty to

"all proteftants. But the epilcopalians here may
enjoy this liberty, as they now do, without biihops
in America, though under lome inconveniences ;

principally perhaps, fcr want of bAy imprejjions

made by their bands' in the ceremony of confirma-

tion ; their lack of which it mult be owned, is

fometiaies but too vifi'ole in their behaviour. We
are therefore, methinks, very excuiable, if we

exprefs a reluftance at the propofal of a fcheme,
which we really apprehend mav bring great trou-

ble and temporal inconveniences upon us ; and be

the fource of much divifion,difcord andconfufion :

Efpecially, if it be alfo a fcheme tending to pro-
mote that particular rmde or profeflion of chrifti-

aniry among us, which we cannot but think, on the

whole, much lefs conformable to the gofpel, and
therefore leis conducive to the eternal happinefs
of mankind, than that which at prtient generally

prevails among us.

BUT one thing mentioned by this gentleman, in

order to reconcile us to this fcheme, had almoft

efcaped me. Jc is this.
c

Popijh biJJoops refide here*

fays he,
' and go about to exercife every part of their

function, without offence and without obfervati-

on *.' But this has a much lefs tendency to re-

concile us to the propofal about American biihops,
than to give us an alarm for the welfare of our

mother country ; with which, we are very fenfibie,

our own is conne&ed. If popifh biihops exercife

their function inEngland without obfervaticn, as the

gentleman lays, it is not indeed ftrange, if they

* p 66
o UU
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do it alfo without offevce. But I cannot readily

comprehend what he means by faying, rhat they

do this without obfervation, when at the fame time

he fpeaks of it as a notorious fad : Though his

meaning cannot be miitaken, when he fays, this

is done without offence. It mud be, that it gives

no considerable umbrage or jealouly, but that the

people, at leatt thofe of higher ratik^ are contented

it fhould be ib. For he fpeaks of this as an in-

ftance and proof of the mutual candor, forbear-

ance and moderation, which prevail at this day

in England, among chriftians of different denomi-

nations ; and fo, as a reafon why we mould be

well fatisfyed with having bifliops of the church of

England in thcfe parts. But if this proves any

thing, it proves too much , viz. that we mould

be content to fee, not only Englifh, but Popifh

bilhops, freely exercifing their functions among us

the latter of which is not agreeable to our charter

and laws. Arid though I am a warm friend to re-

ligious liberty in the largeft fenfe
-,
and tho' mutual

forbearance cannot be too much recommended,

where the differences are merely of a religious nature,

or fuch as do not affecl the libtrty,fafery and natural

rights of mankind ; yet 1 mult own, 1 hope never

to fee popim bifliops thus going about without of-

fence, in New-England , being perfwaded, from

the very nature of divers popifh tenets, that roman

catholics cannot befafely tolerated in the free ex-

ercife of their religion, in a proteftant government.

I HAVE freely explained myfelf as to the pro-

pofition concerning bifnops in America j and

though not fo fully, yet more particularly
than I

intended to do ; having been almoft compelled to

it, at once by this gentleman's formal attack upon
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a few expreffions, which occafionally dropped froni

my pen, and by his great courtefy in attempting
to propofe my objections dijlin&ty for me, becaufe

he thought I was a great deal too vehement to do ic

myfelf. By what has now been faid, he may per-

ceive, at lead that he has not wholly diffipated
the poor man's fears *,' either by his reafoning

or rallying on the fubjedl. I have attended to his

ferious requeft,at the conclufion of his Argument
6
if he \ ftiilfiiffattsfied, 1 intreat him to confider,

c for all men ought, what manner of fpirit he is
*

of-f.
9 STILL DISSATISFIED I am; and, I hope,

.from fuch A fpirit as he will not wholly difapprove,
however wrong he may think my opinions : from
a love to truth, cultivated in my early days ; from
a love to what I take to be the moft primitive cbrif-

twnity -,
from a fincere concern for the welfare ofmy

country ; and an apprehenflon that this fcheme of

bifhops, if put in execution, will be greatly detri-

wtntal to it, both in civil and religious refpects.

This, I think, is the fpirit^ fiom which my diffatis*

faftion chiefly arifes. The gentleman has doubt-
lefs well confidered, from what fpirit it is, that he
is fo muchJet upon thisfcheme ofbifhops

'

and it would
be very uncharitable in me, to conclude it a bad
one ; as I do not* whatever I may think of the

fcheme itfelf. However, I think it but juftice to

him to acknowledge, that if fuch a fcheme as he
has propofed were to be put in execution, and

only fuch confequences were to follow, as he pro-

fejjedly has in view, as the ends aimed at, ! could
not object againft it except only upon the fame

principle, that I object againft the church of Eng-
land in generalt and mould be forry, from a regard
to whac i fuppofe a more fcriptural way of worhip9

Y
* P.
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to fee that church prevail here : Which yet, I

folemnly declare, i Vvould not prevent, though it

were abiolufely in my own power, by any methods

inconfifttn with that <uli, entire liberty ih^ religi-

ous matreis, which 1 defne for my felt ; and which

all men, whofe principles
or practices are not incon-

fiftent wuh the fafety of Society, have a right to

enjoy. i'hus tar I have the honor fully to agree

with this gentleman"*
Thus Dr. May hew.

It is evident* by this time, that "
objections can

be offered againft iuch a plan" as has been pro-

posed. Whether the Dr or ihofe who employed
him to write, will elteem them " reafonable", time

may difcover. We have this opinion of them 5

and are perfuaded,_that
no "

management", how-

ever " artful and dexterous'*, w'lll be fufficient to

make them appear otherwife to thole, who will

judge impartially*

HAD the Dr. after he had opened the plan for the

intended Epifcopate, pointed out particularly it's

reafonablenefsin itfelf,it's confiftency with the eftab-

liQimentathome, and the RIGHT Epifcopalians have

to Rich a conftitution in the Colonies, he had done

fomething to good purpofe , but, inftead of this,

he appears in the guife of a confeffor, and gravely

afks,
" what reafonable objections can be offered

againft Rich a plan as this, fo univerfally harmlefs

in evc-ry feJpedt ? Can any thing be promoted by-

it, but the good of the Church ? Can any thing

be objected againft it, but that this will be pre-

vented ? Will any dare, in this age of Britim free-

dom, to avow the objection ? Would not fuch a

bare-fac'd attempt, thus wantonly to opprefs us,

and prevent our enjoyment of thofe invaluable

'rights to which we are equally entitled with o-

therSj
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fhers, roufe the indignation of all the friends of

religious liberty, whether Church-men, or DifFen-

ters" ? What could the Dr. aim at by thefe ex-

poftulatQry queries, unlefs to work upon the

paflions of the vulgar ? Surely, he could not ima-

gine, that a,:y man of good underftanding would

be otherwife moved by them, than to wonder he

fhould only harangue ?
when it was his bufmefs to

argue,,

HE goes on wkh placing again before our view

the bugbear of perfecution. If they cannot have an

Epifcopate, they are punifhed ; and to be punifhed
for their religious principles is perfecution in the

ftricleft fenfe Says he,
" will it be faid, that the

prevention of an Epifcopate in America is no pu-
niihment ? It may as well be faid, that keeping a

man out of HIS RIGHT is no injustice". The Co-

ionitts then, who worfriip God according to the

mode of the Church of England, have a RIGHT to

an Epifcopate , and to prevent cheir enjoyment of

this
"

invaluable right" is to puniih them, and

thus to purjilri them is, in
" the propereft fenfe",

to perfecute them. Let me make a paufe here,

and afk, on what do they found this pretended
RIGHT ? How came they by it ? Should it be faid,

we claim liberty of conlcience, and fully enjoy it.

And w !

iy would we confine this privelrge to our-

felves ? is it not as reaionable, Epifcopahans mould

both claim, and enjoy it ? It is readily allowed , and

we are as willing they (liould poffefs and exercife

religious liberty in it's full extent, as we defire t-j

dolt ourfeives. Bat then, let it be needfully

minded, we claim no RIGHT to defire the inier-

pofitionof
the STATE to ESTABLISH that mode ot-

wcjlhip, government, or difcipline, we apprehend
^"V -XTy 2.
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is moft agrcable to the mind of Chrift. We de-

fire no other liberry, than to be left unrcftrained

in the exercjfe of our religious principles, in io far

as we are good members^of fociety. And we are

perfedly willing Episcopalians (hould enjoy this

liberty to the full. If they think Bifhops, in their

appropriated fenie, were configured by Chrift, or

his apofties, we object not a word againft their

having as many of them as they pleale, if they will

be concent to have them with authority ALTOGE-

T^? B- derived from Chrift. But they both claim

and defire, a great deal more. They want to be

^iilinguifhed by having Bifhops upon the footing
of a STATE-ESTABLISHMENT. Was this a RIGHT
r *. - >

the apoftles claimed, or any of their fucceflors in

ihe uncorjupt ages of the Church ? Is this a righf:

that phrift has veiled in any profefibrs of his reli-

gion, much lefs in ibme, as eon r

ra-di(linguifLed
from others ?, If Epifccpalians have a RIGHT to a

ciyil-eftabltfhment in their favor, t'>e other deno-

yninations in the Co!onie% have, in TRU REASON,
$s good a right , and mays with as much juftice,

conip'ain pi perfecution, if it is not granted to

them. The plain truth is, by the GoipcJ-charter
:.iii p'-ofe|Ied chniliaris are veiled with predfely the

fame rights
-

3 rivor has one dencrnination any more
a sight to the interpofipon of the civil magiftrate,
in their favor, than ar other -

8 and Vv'herever thi^

difference takes p^ace, it is beiide the rule of SCRIP-
TURE 3 and, 1 may fay alfo, the genuine ditlates of
JNCORRUPTED REASON. If Jjpifcopalians would
reft fatisfied, as the oihtr denomifiations do, with

^vhat they apprehend to be PURELY SCRIPTURAL
aDinilers

? thty wouid be perfedly upon a par wi^h

t|>em, as to the enjoyment of religious liberty in

U's tylltft ^^tenc ; iu, if ?hey muft h^ve what

they
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they call thefe fcriptural minifters upon a STATE-
ESTABLISHMENT, they can have no reaibn to com-

plain, unlefs of themfelves, if they do not enjoy
that liberty which others do ; not becaufe they are

more favored or diftinguifhed, but becaufe they
claim no other religious liberty, than what is grant-
ed in the Gofpel-charter. The fhort of the matter

is, if the Epiicopahans in the Colonies are perfe-

cuted, while they cannot obtain fuch an Epifcopate
as they defire, their own defires are their ONLY

perfecutors ; unlefs they will fay they are perfe-
cuted by the KING, or PARLIAMENT, or BOTH,
to whom folely it belongs to give them what they
defire : And if they mould not be pleated to do

this, it may be juftly
"
doubted", as they are cer-

tainly
<c armed with power", whether they would

be "
difpofed to bring them to the ftake, or

gibbet".

IF it is the truth of facl, that the late Dr. Samuel
Chandler "

gave his confent to
3
and approbation

of, American Bifhops, in 'the manner they have

been req'jefted", we very much wonder at it j and
can no otherwife account for it than by fuppofing,
that he was either too complaifant to fome high

dignitary of the Church, or did not fo carefully
attend to the true merits of the cafe as he would
have done, had he himfelf,or the dilTenters at home,
been more immediately concerned in it.

WHO thofe " fome" are c< that would freely

join wiih the Epifcopalians in their application for

Bifhops, if their afiiftance was needed, we know not;
but we know of numbers of theChurch of England,
of good fenfe and great integrity, who are as truly

hearty, as any among us, in their wifhes, that they

may
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may never fee Bifhops in America ; as firmly be-

lieving it would be a differvice, mftead of advan-

tage, to the intereft of religion, coufidcring the

circuinftances of the Colonies.

THE Dr. has nothing farther to fay, in this

fedtton, but to tell us how,
"
by Calling his eyes,

while writing, upon the public paper of the day3

he was ftruck with a paragraph, laid to be an an-

fwer from the King of Poland, to the Emprefs of

Ruffia", and by making fome remarks upon it.

But we are unable, pptwithftanding what he has

offered, to perceive it's pertinency to the prefent

difpute. We find no fault with the King of Po~

lancj for
"

binding himfelf by oath to maintain

and defend the popim religion, as it was the reli-

gion of thofe with whom it lay to make him King ;_

but we think, at the iame rime, he was highly

blamable, mould it be fuppofed he really believed

this to be the true religion, to promife upon oath,

that, infiead of defending, he would perfecute
thofe in the Kingdom who were proteftants by

principle. Far from applauding his concjucl, we

have no other opinion of him, in conkquence of

it, than of Saul, who, under the filie perfuafion of

doing God good fervlce, madly perlecuted the

dilciples of Chrift. And the belt excufe that can

be made for him is that, which thiR Saul, when he

came to himfelf, made in his own behalf, namely,
* fc that he did it ignorantly" ; notwithilanding

which, he calls himftrlr
fct the chief of finners", for

his former folly. We do not believe, that rhe

King of Poland, or any other King on the eanh,
has a right, either from his oath, or any other way a

to perfecute his fubjeds for their religious princi-

ples : On th? coiiirary^ we are fully perfu^ded,
that
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that he ought, fo far as the fafety of the Govern-
ment will allow of.it, to protect then I), without

difcn mi nation, in that way of worshipping God,

they think will be mo it acceptable to hi.n. We
defire no favor in this kind, in dtftfnftioh from
the Epifeopaliaris ; neither ought they to defire

any in dillinction from us. If they have a right,

upon the foot offcripture or reafon, to d'efire Bi-

flinps upon a STATE-ESTABLISHMENT in order

to the exercife of their religious p inciples, we
have as g:x>ci a nghr <o defire Paftors, in the fame

way, for the exercife of our's
-,
but as we do not

defire this for ourfelves, they cannot reafonably

complain if we do not defire it for them.

ANSWER



ANSWER tb SECTION IX. which pte-

tends that the Epilcopate propofed cannot

hurt the D ffenters, and is free from all rea-

fonable Object ions.

THE
Dr. begins this fection with faying^

" fhould it be pretended, that an American

Epifcopate would be productive of much clamor
and difconrent in the Colonies, it would be an ill-

grounded afTertion". We are of a quite different

rriind ; as knowing it would be the occafion of

great uneafinefs to multitudes. But fays the Dr.

arguing upon the fuppofition that it would be

produ&ive of difcontenr,
"
why the uneafinefs

of the members of the Church, fojuftly founded^
dcferves not to be confidered as much as the un-
eafinefs of it's enemies, without any foundation, will

be difficult to fhew 5

". It would be difficult

upon his reprtfentation of the cafe. But, by only

reverfing it, and hereby exhibiting it's true ftate,

the
difficulty at once vanimes Epifcopalians, as

we judge, have no right, in virtue of the Gofpel-
cha.rter, or any other, to a STATE-ESTABLISH-
MENT of Epifcopacy in the Colonies ; and if they
areuneafie for want of ir, their uneafinefs is "with-
out any jutt foundation" : Whereas, if they are

diftinguifhed
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diftiriguifhed from fhe o^her denomination-, by tfie

grant of' (lien an eft^bliflifhent, thelc denominati-

ons would have u
j
,)(t rrafon" t >r u .eafinef* on ac-

co nt of this difcrirninating differences TV fng-

"gcttion that fallows, n^rm-ly,
" that diLonten. ih

the minds of ChurcH-men wojM not have that

dangerous tendency with refptct ro he govern-
ment, which there is reason to apprehend of it iri

the minds of others", is ac once bale and nnjuih
If he does not know ir, \v--. do, that fhere ha^e
been in the bofom of rhe Ch.irch ot England, ia

this Country, red hot Jacobites, who would ghdljr
have overthrov/n ihe pref^dt eftabli(hmefit of th6

Crown, had it been in rhe ? r power and if there

are ant fuch Jicobices in th- C. Lnits at Dreftnr.
v J 1 *

they belong to that denomination onl/ in whole
*' minds here is no dangerous difcontent", unlefs

it be fuppof- d there may be fuch among the Ro-
nian-cathoiicSa

THE Dr. having offerer! th^fe few hints, upori

fuppofnion that the mifTion of B^fhops would be
attended with difcohtent, now goes on to fay,

ct of

any conliderable difconrent or uneaMnefs, there is

no reaibn to -be .apprehenfive". And why? Ic

follows,
'* difTen>ers in this Country have, of la^e

years, greatly come off from thet'r piejudices , and
fentiments of candor and moderation have vifibiy
takea place. And, excepting here and there a
hot-heated writer we would hope of the diffen-

ters in America, that they bear no ill-will to the

Church, and deQre nothing more than fecurity in

the enjoyment of their prefcn; advantages
5

'. How1

does this agree with a paflage, in the petition,
which was fent to the Univerfity of Cambridge, by
the Dr. and the convened body who put him upon

Z miiine ?
G* *
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writing ? In this petition, fpt-aking of " the diffen-

ters of all denominations", they fay,
" fuch is the

UNEASINESS not to fay PERVERSENESS of their

difpofition, that they are not contented quietly to

partake thefe immehfe privileges, but make it their

CONSTANT PRACTICE to TRADUCE and VILIFIE

the CHURCH, not even refraining from the STATE
under which fuch immunities are allowed them".

It is not pofiible there fhould have been this moll

apparent inconfiftency between their appeal and

petition, if they had both been wrote under the in-

fluence of "
fimplicity and godly fmceriry", with-

out the mixture of " worldly wifdom".
Infallibly,

the account in the appeal is wrong, if that in the

petition is right, and vice-verfa ; for they directly
contradict each other.

THE Dr. goes on,
c * as to other denominations,

the fubjeet has been propofed to fome of the moft
fenfible of them, who have, with great candor,

confeffed, that, as fuch an Epifcopate as has been

requefted, could have no ill effect upon any, they
had no objections to offer". We fay, on the other

hand, the miffion of Bifhops, upon the propofed

plan, has been mentioned to Epifcopalians ; and
fome of the moft folid, judicious, and wife among
them, have freely exprefTed their difapprobacion of
the thing, confidering the ftate and circumftahces

of the Colonies, and as freely declared their wifhes

it might not come into event.

IT is farther faid, to mew there could be no rea-

fon for difconrent, that ct the Englifh Bifhops have,
for a long courfe of years, exerciled their authority
with fo much mildnefs, tendernelsand moderation,
as fcarcely to have afforded an inftance of reafon-

abfe
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able complaint, efpecially to difienters". Their
tendernefs and moderation towards the Colonifts 5

that are Non-epifcopalians, has not of late been

remarkably vifible, (hould this have been the cafe

in regard of diffenters at home. Had they been
thus mild, it would have been much to the advan-

tage of the infidel-natives here. Many of them,

by this time, would probably have been converted

to the lakh ofChrift, in confequence of the opera-
tion of that INCORPORATING-ACT, which, under

their benign influence, as we believe, was rendered

null and void \ and for no other reafon than this,

that the work of gofpeUIing the Indians would no

be carried on after the mode of the Church ofEng-
land, unlefs Epifcopalians had a hand in it. To
the fame mildnefs and tendernefs it was owing, that

the petition of the Prefbyterian Church at New-
York for a charter from the King met with the

like fate. The account, as tranfmitted from a

Gentleman in that City, is this.
" The Church

"
(Prefbyterian) of New-York lately petitioned the

* 6

King for a Charter. On the 26th of Auguft.is
" was rejected. The ghoilly father of London
" turned follicitor for the Bigots here, at the board.
" of trade. It was fuggefted, that the grant of

V- this favor would be a breach of the Coronation.
t; oath* The trade would not decide upon that
"
argument ; but report d, that general policy
was again ft our having greater privileges, than

<c aie allowed by the laws of toleration. We were
"

very moderate in our requetl. It was only to.
"

fecure our Church from falling into iecular ufes a

"and preferve the bones and graves of our fathers
" from being fold. How hard ! When Vinuiers,
* ;

Sadler.s, Taylors, &c. &c. &c. are incorporated
". Cora panics in London for lefs honorable ends h

Z 2 IS
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Gv L 'his the moderation of the Hiera chy
s:

! If let-

ttr>, from Epifcopalians hi re of private character,

and Injul! importance, co,ukl, i y btir.-g handec tq

r.i '-nitanes si Lome, avail to iuch hi-rtiul furpoics,
idt niah 1

. rtaio : ;:lr> be expelled as the tiled. ofo , i

Liters from a BiQiop in the polonies !

... .
.

- ..... i . . :. .
-

As to the extra6t f-j-Ti Calvin, the Dr. mi; ft

have inferred it rather for the lake of his name,
which he knows is lv;M in ereaf veneration by

Ct-*
~* J

rriany in the COLTITV, than frpip his efteernirg hini

af-eud to Epifcapacyy iri. his ft rife of it. He
]< /.v^/or might ea( ;

ly have known 3 that he wag
hn j-jira?.er a friend !

r
o t than we are. lit has in-

cieed beer c .-<' ti .id, by Epifcopal- writers, as
;

' - *
'

-

<t if of the greateft enemies of ihe.ChuTch of Eng-
land.

'

yi> Dr. Nichols, be fides ethers 1 have not

room to cite ircm,
^ Mr. Calvin, in his letters to

i

.v-ine of his friends, made ule of foriie very hard

cxprefij ns with r< !a r ion to tlie Church ofEnpiand
* *

. ^J *

which did not !b well become the mouth of a di-
*

v:,it
s>

.

'

1 he plain truth is, Calvin was in pnn-
i pie as reel an enemy to the DIVINE right of BU
Miops. as to the divine n^ht cf POPES,i 3

. s-^<
'

THE Dr. go.e$ on,
tc fome formerly had an a-

v rlion' to the idea of Riihops in Ameiica, on the

ftppofition that they rnuft become fubjtcl to their

n- thopity.* But the plan which is now fixed mud:

effectually obviate ail their ohjections, and diffipate
Gheir fe?.rs"-. It hiiS been 3a?o e ]y fhewn a that thtre

are obirdions ftill 9 and juft ground for fear ; and
"h as' Epifeoplians vtill not find it very eafie to

;

!t ii; added,
c; our ordiiiaiions cai.not

hurc

IXcfe^ce of ihe Do^, and Difcipliuesf the Cb.wrch of

hdj . j5.
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hurt th^m, any more rhan their ordinations can

injure us; And as to fuch difciplne a-v.i govr. rn-

rnrut as is ime cLrd o be excrciied updcr an Ep.if-

copace, they will have no reafon to be difut' 1

therewith, any more than we now have to be c.

tiified w;th the ciiiciplme exercilvd by them". 1 he

Dr. quite miftakes the t ue ground of our clifTads-

fadlun. It is not SIMPLY the excrciie of any of

their religious principles that would give the Iraft

un^afmels, n ;r yet the exercife of them under as

many PUR LY SCRIP r URAL Bifnops as they could

\yi h to have , but th^ir having Bifoops under a

STATE-ESTA3L1 1 HMENT whicll Would put them

upon a different foot frorq the othtr dciiominari-

ons, an 1, without all doubt, (ooner o later, c^pofe
them to many difficulties, and grievous hardihips.

HE fays farther,
" we fhould have many reafons

to be pleafed with an Epifcopaie", and mentions

twoorjthree by way of Ipccimcn.
4t Sometimes

vye have been grieved at feeing the iil-behavL>r of
a Clergyman in the orders of (,-ur Church -

5 but,

by the iettiement of American Bifhops, a remedy
will be provided, for this diforder". They have

thi remedy already p/ovided at home ; and yer,

there are more diforderly Clergy^ men there in pro-

portion, than are to be found here. . And, as this

is certainly the truth of fa<ft, it fliould feem better

to let things remain as they are, than to run the

venture of a remedy, which, upon long tryal, has

been found not to anfwer it's intention.
" Some-

times we have lamented, that the Bifhops at home,
and the Society for the propagation of the gofpel,

have been impofcd upon by falfe accounts tranl-

mitted from hence by our American Clergy ; but;

under an Epilcopate, we mult be fenfible there

can
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can be no opportunity for any grofs impofitions
of this nature". There has keen, and now is, op=

portunity for impofitions in this kind at bome^
where there are Bifliops in plenty ; and there

would be much more opportunity for it here^ as

BliliOps in America would be fo vaftly diftant from

mo ft of the Clergy under their care. It would be

eafier to impofe upon them by wrong accounts

bere, than it is in England.
" Sometimes again

complaints have been made, that, in confequence
of this falie information, millions have been erected

In improper places, and the Society's bounty has

been milapplitd ; but of all fuch cafes Bifhops in

this Country will be competent judges, and no

perverfion or abufe of the Society's favors will be

iurTered to continue". It is not for want of good
information, as to the real Hate of religion in

North-Carolina, that it has been fo long, and fo

ftrangely neglected by the Society , but from a

prevailing d.ifpofition to epifcopize. the more nor-

thern Colonies. And mould this be in the view
of the Bifhops to be fcnr, as many improper
mifiions, in our eftimation, miaht be erected, or

' ' O

encouraged, as there are now ^ probably a great

many more. We are firmly perfurukd, ihis vyoiik*

rather hurt than mend the matter.

THE Dr. concludes this feel ion with removing,
as he calls ir,

" the frightful
< bitclior cf ipiriiual.

courts'* ; and he does it by rolling us,
c " we may.

be fure no luch courts will be erected'*. This is

fully fatisfying. fo far as we may rtly on his word.

He feems to allow, that * 4 fome laws which rrla

to thefe courts may bear hard upon Brinih liber-

ty" ; but fays,
*'

it is p-ohablc tr.r.r hf/jj, and all

other Eccldialtical laws, as well as our liturgy

and

N
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and public offices, and our tranflation of the Bible,
will be reviewed as foon as it (hall be thought,
that there is good fenfe and candor enough in the

body of the nation to admit of it". When this

happy day fhall arrive, it will be time, and not

before, as we judge, to think of an Epi-fcopate
in the Colonies.

THE next feclion wholly relates to " the cafe

of Tythes" ; which, as it has no immediate con-

nection with the prefent fubjedt, and w^.-uid re-

quire a great deal of room thorowly to difcufs, I

fhall not trouble my felf, or readers, with faying

any thing upon ic ; but proceed to that which
follows.

ANSWER
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fan her Suipicions and Objections obvuitd, and

the Subject concluded.

firft objection is thus expfefied,
ct

it- may
^ be inquired, whether new laws v.ill not be

mack, in cale of an American Epilcopate, to fub-

jecl us to the payment of tythcs" ? The Dr. an-

fwrrs,
" of this t

! ere can be no more realcn to be

apprehenfive, than if B^ihops were not to be ien

huhr*"'. Very triie, if fhc b'ws of England, re-

laung to tyihes, (hould nor be interpreted to bind

in America, or no enacting claulc fhould be added

to make them to be ct torce here : But of this

there might be " reaion to be apprehenfive
5

*,

through the influence of Biihops ; efpecially,
if the

fuppbrt of moft of the Epifcopal Clergy, in many
of the Colonies {hould continue tc depend on the

charity of benefactors at home, as would piobably
be. the cafe. This would afford a plaufibie argu-
ment to fubject the Colonies to the hw of tythes ;

and no man 1 vijig can fay-*, they would nor, id

time, be thus
i'ubje

cted. Without all doubt, this

law, or fome other lefs offenfive in it's found,

would take place here, as foon as the flate of things
would allow of it. The Dr. himfelf has incauti-

oufly
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on fly dropc that, which naturally leads to fuch a

thought,. under the next objection he mentions^
which is ^

- , :

" As ignorance is ever fufpicious, it may be
farther afked, (lull we not be ta.^ed in this Coun-

try for the lupport of Biihops, if any fhould be

appointed" ? The Dr. anfwers in as peremptory
terms, as if he had been endowed with abfolute

forefighc.
6C Not at all . And yet, he immedi-

ately adds,
" But ftiouid a general tax be laid up-

*' on the COUNTRY, arid thereby a furn be railed
ec

fufficient for the purpofe, I believe fuch a tax
" would not amount to more than four pence on
one hundred pounds. And this would be no

mighty hardmip upon the COUNTRY. He that

would think much of giving the fix thoufandth

part of his income to any ufe, which theLegifla-
ture of his Country mould aflign, deferves noc

to be confidered in the light of a good fubjectj
or member of fociety". You here fee, ye Co-

lonifts, the opinion of the Dr. and, we rcaibnably

frefume, of the Epifcopal-Clergy under whole di-

rection he wrote, that the COUNTRY might, in

equity, be taxed for the fupport of Bifhops ; that

it would be " no mighty hardfhip", if it Ihould ;

yea, that we fliould not be worthy of the ' c cha-

racier of good fubjeds, if we thought much of it".

If the COUNTRY might be thus taxed, (he tax

might bs laid upon thofe Colonifts whole fore-

fathers forfook their native land, with all :t% ac-

commodations and comforts, that they might be
freed from the Epifcopal yoke of bondage And
(hall it be declared, in the face of the world, that

this would be " no hardmip" to their pofterity, and

that they would be neither good fubje&s, or good
A & members

li

(.t

id
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members of fociety, if they
"
thought much" of

fupportmg that power which has been, and may
again be, ternbly oppreffive ? Would this give no

untafmefs ? WT

ould there be no reafon for difccn-

tent ? If the COUNTRY might be taxed four pence
in one hundred pounds, it might, for the fame rea-

fon, and with as much juftice, if it was thought
the fupport of Bifhops called for it, be taxed four

(hillings, or four pounds in the hundred, and fo on
to ten pounds, until the tax of tythes was com-

pletely fattened dn us. Surely the Dr. was off his

guard, or he would not have given us juft reafon

10 fufpect, intiead of "
ignoranrly fufpthng", that

we fhould dearly pay for Bifhops, if they were lent

to America.

ANOTHER objection is,
" that if Bifhops are fet-

tled in America, although in the manner we now

propofe, there will poffibly be an augmentation of

their power, as foon as circumftances will admit
of it". But, fays the Dr. "

at this rate there can
64 be no end ot objecting. For if every poflible ill

<c
effect of a thing, proper in itfclf, and harmlefs

" in it's tendency, may be made an argument a-
' c

gainft it7 there is nothing that can efcape. Ar-

guments of this fort may as fairly be alleged a-

gainit a religious toleration, againft allowing the
<c common people the ufe of the holy fcripture, or
" the liberty of examining any points of religion
" or government, &c ; for none can tell what ill

"
confequences and abufes may follow, in fome

" future period, from thefe concefllons and indul-
'*

gences". Enough, 1 truft, has been already
faid to mew, that the propofed Episcopate is neither
46

proper in itlelf ", or harmlels in it's tendency" ;,

and the objected
**

augmentation of power", far

from

cc

tc
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from being MERELY POSSIBLE, is in an high de-

gree provable. Would Biihops here be contented

-with
" reftrained powers*' longer than they could

help it ? Would they not endeavour, as they had

opportunity, and circumftances would perrnir, to re-

gain thofe appendages they have been deprived of?

Would they be eafie until they were upon an equal

fooung with their brethren of the fame rank and
order at home ? Are thcfe ONLY poflibilmes ?

May they not rather be expected in the natural

courie of things ? Nay, the Dr. himfeif has unwari-

ly opened the workings of his own heart upon this

head. Says he,
" fhould the government fee fit

" hereafter to inveft them [Bifhops] with fome de-

gree of civil power, worthy of their acceptance,
which it is impoffible to fay they will not ; yet
it is inconceivable, that any would thereby be

injured". We are not told, what degree of civil

power would be worthy of a Bifhop's acceptance ;

but, if we may guefs by what is thought worthy at

home, it cannot well be fuppofed to be any thing
fhort of the fuper-intendency of two or three Ame-

rican-governments. It may eafily be conceived,
wherein this might be "

injurious", at lead, to

fome. And, as civil power, in every degree, has

in fa6l been exercifed, by fome or other, in an op-

prefilve arbitrary manner, we are even neceffirared

not to be at a lofs to conceive, how this might be the

cafe, was this kind of power, in whatever degree,
veiled in Bifhops, The Dr. indeed fays,

"
it is

hoped, that our Biihops will ALWAYS be thought
to delerve the character of being pofTefTed of the

greateft ability, integrity, and prudence" ; which
is

"
all that the happinefs and fafety of tre Public

require". But on what does he found this hope ?

Neither Bifhops, nor any other men in dignity and

A? a 2 powc/

cc

cc
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power, have ALWAYS been remarkable for fupe-
rior ability, or integrity, or prudence. This is too

much to be espc6ltd in fuch a world as cur's. It

has i,ever yet been the cafe in any age, or place,
And fhould it happen, in time to come, that Bi-

Jhops here ihould be not only wanting in thefe

good qualities, but poiTtfied of the contrary ones,
would it be at all difficult to conceive wherein they

might be injurious ? But fuppofing the bell, that

they were ALWAYS the men that have be
xen de-

fcribe.d, would it be no hurt to the Church of

Chrift, (hould there be conjoined with their fpiri-

fuai powers, thofe that are of a worldly nature ?

Would this be no injury to the fpecial objeds of
their care, as Gcd's minifters in his kingdom that

is not of this world ? Timothy was, in the Dr's

opinion, a Biihop of the hig'heft order in theChurch ;

and what were the lentiments of the infpired Paul,
relative to his proper work as fuch ? Says he to

him, " Thou theitfo e endure hardntis as a good
foldier of Jefus Chriflf. No man that warreth en-

ffangleth himfelf with the AFFAIRS OF THIS LIFE".

And again, f
<c Meduate on thefe things, give

thy felt Y/HOLLY to them, that |hy profiting may
appear to ali'V 1 here is, in the nature of the

thing, an incongruity in veiling the fame perfons
with fpiriiual and civil pcv/ers. It unavoidably
tends to divide their mindg, as well as labors -

9 and
is much more adapted to do hurt, than good.
Bifhop Latimer 3 rne of the Sril reformers, and 3

Blefled Martyr for the fake of Chrift, has exprefied
6is fentiments upon this head very juftiy and flrik-

i'n^ly, in his fermon of the plough i \\hich I re=
*

v ' *' **'

commend to the Di's peru&l.
i .

'

-
.

. .

A
-
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I HAVE now taken notice of what he has reply'd
to "

all the objections", he fays
" have been mads

againlt fending Bifliops to America, fo far as has

come to his knowledge" -,
and I willingly leave it

with the reader tojudge, whether, inftead of having
proved them to be'" unreafonable and groundlefs",
he has not, by what he has offered, added to their

real ftrength, rendering them more difficult to be

juftiy anfwered. He feeins to think it
"

poffible o-

ther objections may be fuggefted" ; and herein he
has judged right. Such objections have, in thefe

papers, been placed before his view, not as <c in-

vented by dexterity, or ill-will", but as naturally
and obvioufly arifing from the true merits of the

caufe itfelf : Nor do we think they are capable of

being refuted. <c Cavilers and Sophifls" may at-

tempt their refutation, and, by the help of" leger-
demain", they may poffibly do it with fome "

ap-
pearance of plaufibility" to vulgar eyes ^ but
fhould they

"
employ their talents in this exer-

cife", though they might pleafe themfelves, as

children are diverted while "
engaged in crambo

^^ c*

or pufh-pin", they would neither " deferve the

public attention", or impofe upon men of good
gnderftanding, and folid judgment.,

THE Dr. concludes his fubject with a few mif-

cellaneous thoughts, he may fuppofe of fome

weight. Says he,
" unlcfs Bifnops fhould be fpe-

dily fent, we can forefee nothing but the ruin of
the Church in this Country". So far as it is a

STATE-CHURCH, there is no reafon for concern a-

bout it's ruin. Wherein it is a Church having no

officers, fupsrior or inferior, but PURELY SCRIPTU-
RAL ones, and walking according to no rule but thae

which is of DIVINE appointment, it's "ruin" can-

no?
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not be feared, by through want of faith in the

fiiper-intending government of the great
"

}- ad

over all things". Says he,
" the Church of Eng-

land here is io eflent ally the fame with the Church
at home, that it muft ever fubiill or penili by the

fame means". The Church of Kngland at home,
and here, may penfli in rrgardcfa STATE-ESTAB-

LISHMENT, and undoubtedly will, looner or la-

rer ; but lo far as it is a Church, buik on the
" foundation of the Apoftles", Chrift him felt being
46 the chief corner- done", it \vill

" lubfiit" againit
all oppoiition of earth and hell. Says he,

ct The
Church here has been long ftruggling under fuch

an increafing load of difficulties, and is now in fuch

a (late of opprefllon, as to deferve the companion
of the whole chndian world". We are really afto-

niflied at this hyperbolical reprefentation ; and can

no otherwife account for, or excufe it, than by fup-

pofong that theD>'s zeal had, at this time, depriv-
ed him of all lober judgment. Says he,

" the

author need not ufe many words to prove, that

considerations, even of a political nature, are fuffi-

ciei>t, in this cafe, to prevail with thofe who are

infenfible to other motives". What he means here

is,
" that no form of Ecclefiaflical government can

fo exactly harmonile with a mixed monarchy in the

ilate, as that of a qualified Epsfcopacy". But it

ought to be remembered, the Dr's Bifhops, accord-

ing to his own account of them, pa^. 14, 15. are

ABSOLUTE MONARCHS in the CHURCH
-, and

SUCH muft Kings be in the STATE to make ouc

a proper analogy. Biihops there have b< en, even
in England, who, in their own imaginations, were
ABSOLUTE MONARCHS in the CHURCH ; and they
would have made the King the lame ABSOLUTE
MONARCH in the S.TATE 5 to the deltruction of that

wifely
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wifely contrived mixture of power, which gives
the BriuuVftate-conftkuuon the preterence to arjy

on the whole earth. The government of the

Church, by the Dr's Bifhops, is more unh the

government of the (late, by King, Lcrds and Com-
mons, than any form of government in the Church
that was ever known in the Colonies , and, per- ,

haps, is more naturally and powerfully adapted to

fubvert it. Says ne, in a word to ihufe who have

been averfe to American B:fh;ps,
" the fubje& is

here placed in it's true light, and thereby, it is

trufted, their mifapprehenfions are fairly removed,
and confequent fears are fhewn to be groundlefs".
As the Epiicopate propofed is nor, in all refpects,

as we apprehended it might be, upon ir's firft ap-

pearance, fo far our conceptions are rectified ; but

the Dr. is much miftaken, if he thinks, that he has

removed our fears. By what he has offered, efpe-

cially in anfwer to objections, inftead of mewing
that they are "

groundlets", he has really added

flrength to the reafons on which thev were ground-
ed. We are, from him, more fatisfied than ever,

that an Epiicopate in the Colonies, upon the pub-
lifhed plan, even in his view of it's operation, will

be greatly hurtful. It ought not therefore to be

expected, though we call ourfelves " friends of

truth, juftice and liberty", that we fhould do any

thing to help forward the mifiion of Bifhops.

Says he, on one fuppofition, in order to point ouc

the "
injuftice and cruelty" of endeavouring to

prevent the Epifcopate afked for,
" If all the re-

ligious denominations in America, by the general
conftitution of the Britifh Colonies, are to be treat-

ed on the footing of a perfect equality, for which

fome have contended ; then the Church of Eng-
land is as fully entitled to the compleat enjoy-

ment
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ment of it's own difcipline and inftitutions, as any
other chritlians". Who eve r objected againft this

complcat enjoyment", upon the footing of a

perfect equality
95

? The " other chriftians" do
not enjoy, nor do they defire to enjoy, any religi-

ous libei'y but that whtrcwith Chriit, without

difcrimination, has made his difciples free , and if

this is not enjoyed by Epifcopalians
"

as compleat-

Jy", as by the other denominations in the Colonies,

ic is becaufe they want to be upon an UNEQUAL
FOOTING with their neighbours 5 that is, to have

Bimops that are more than MEER SCRIPTURAL

ones, that fhall exercife their authority under the

patronage of a STATE-ESTABLISHMENT, whereby
they would be diftinguifhed from, and fet above, all

the other denominations in America ; which, as we
are verily perfwaded, would be putting them into

circumftances, they have no right, either from na-

ture or grace, reaion or revelation, to expect or

defire. If they have fuch right, let the grant of it,

as made to them, be produced, that it's authenticity

may be fairly examined in the view of the Public ; if

they have not, their complaints are unreafonable.

Says he, in fine, on another fuppofition,
"

if any
denomination is entitled to a iuperioiity above o-

thers, as is believed by many j then the claim of the

Church of England to ibis preference is not to be

difputed". We difpute it not in regard of Virgi-
nia and Maryland ; but as to the Colonies north-

ward of theie, we think, the preference, in point
of fuperioiity, if fuch preference be at ail fuppofed,

ought, in common juflice, to be given to them ;

not only as they are more than thirty times more
numerous than the Epifcopalians, but as they have

merited diftinguiming favor, ib far as it may rea-

fonably be beftowed, in virtue of the vaft expence



The Appeal to the Public anfwered. 201

of labor, treafure and blood, their fore-fathers, in

fome of thefe Colonies, have been at, to extend the

Britifh Empire, and add to it's ftrength, riches

and glory.

HAVING thus largely confidered the PLAN
PROPOSED for an American Epifcopate, and what
has been offered in it's vindication, I fhall not

think it proper to conclude without firft letting
the Dr. and his friends who voted him their writer,

know, that we give full credit to what they have

declared, upon having mentioned their plan for an

Epifcopate, upon it's FIRST APPEARANCE, in the

Colonies, namely,
"

this, without any refervation,

or equivocation, is the exact plan which has been
fettled at home ; and the only one on which Bi-

fliops have been requefted here, either in our ge-
neral or more particular addrefTes". But then, we
would, at the fame time, add, that we mufl be

excufed, if we fay, we do not believe, they would
ever have contrived, or propofed, this plan, had
it not been, as they imagined, a fcheme for the

introduction of Bifhops that would carry with it a

plaufible (hew, and give opportunity to keep that

out of fight which would occafion univerfal un-

eafinefs and difcontent. We are neither fo void

of difcernment, or unacquainted with the intrigues
of thofe who are mod zealous for an American

Epifcopate, as not to be fully fatisfied, they have
much more in defign than they have been pleafed

openly to declare. Their ultimate views, what-
ever they propofe to begin with, have not been fo

perfectly fecreted in their own breads, but that

they have been whifpered about from one friend

to another, fo that we are at no lofs to form a

true judgment of them. The Dr. himfelf, though
B b he
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he fays, pag. 79.
"

they have carefully confulted

our fafety and fecunty, ar-d ftuciied not to injure
but oblige us", has yet very freely, however i^jucli-

cioufly, given us to underftand, pag. 107. tha* " a

tax", in confequence of the million of Bifhops

upon this very plan,
<J

may be laid upon the

COUNTRY" ; which, if it ihculd,
" would be no

mighty hardfhip", and (houid-We think it fuch, we
'* fhouid not deierve to be confidered in the light of

good (objects, or members of lociety" : Nay, he

even fuppofes, notwrthftahding the exprels guard
agamft it in the plan, that Bifhops

"
may hereafrer

be inverted with civil powers worth v of their ac-

ceptance", and is particular in his juft'ification of
it as reafonable, pag, no. Other things have

tranfpired from ihofcr, who did not know how, or

were not oble, to keep a fecret. We are as fully

perfuaded, as if they had openly faid it, that they
have in view nothing; fhort of a COMPLETE

c?

CHURCH HIERARCHY after ihe pattern of thac

at home, with like officers in all their various

degrees of dignity, with a like large revenue for

their grand fupport, and with the allowance of no
other privilege to diflenters but that of a bare

toleration.
* Such an Hierarchy may poffibly, in.

time,

* The REASON, upon which the petition of the- New-
York- Prcfbvterian-Church for a Charter to fecure the

bone? of their deceufed relatives and friend?, was

negatived at home, by the interpcfition of a right
reverend Father in God, is an evident fpecimcn cf

this. And it was, without all doubt, for the SAME
REASON that the incorporating-a6t, pafTed in this pro-

vince, relative to the propagation of religion among the

Indian-natives, was, in )ike manner, through Preiatical

influence, rendered null and void And if what we
have heard is true, that a TWENTIETH PART, of the

American
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time, take place in the Colonies to the fouth of

Penfylvania ; but there is no probability, humanly
fpeaking, that th<s mould be effected in the Colo-

nies to the northward of it. Had it not been for

the Society's pious charity, we mould not have

feen, at this day, it may reafonably be thought,
more than half a fcore Epifcopal Churches in

thefe (even Provinces ; and, notwithftanding the

immenfe fums of money they have expended in

propagating the Church of England, it's numbers,
within thefe bounds, are comparatively trirrling ;

and they confiit, in great part, of thofe too, who
are no otherwife Epifcopalsans, than their being
ib tends to ferve a prefent turn. The other de-

nominations, from their firft capacity of moral

difcernment, have been indoctrinated in that way
of ferving God that is peculiar to them. And
will they eafily give this up, and embrace the

Epifcopal mode of worfhip and difcipline ?
" Hath

a nation changed their gods which yet are no
Gods" ? If people, in pagan Countries, who have
been taught by their anceflors to worfhip Idols,

which are vanity, inftead of the living Jehovah,
will not, without the utmoft difficulty, be wroughc
Upon to change the object of their devotion ; why

B b 2 ihould

American conquered lands, as they are and may be

granted by the Crown to private perfons, or bodies of

men, is and will be appropriated to the ufe and benefit

of the Church of England in the Colonies, a founda-

tion is laid, and laying for as great a Church-revenue
as they have at home. Can it be fuppofed, that thefe

planners have nothing in view, but what is perfectly" harmlefs to other denominations ?" Are we not,

even, necelTitated to think, that the plan they have

propofed, is only a bait thrown out to catch the lefs

thinking, and too credulous among the people ?
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fhould it be thought, that the Colonifts would
renounce thofe religious fentiments and modes of

exprefling them, that were handed to them from
their fathers, 'which, intlead of being ridiculous

and abfurd, are agreable to the dictates of uncor-

ruptcd reafon, and the truth of revelation, and

clearly perceived to be io ? A flrange change
mult be effected in that temper of mind they have
hitherto discovered, and that has, upon certain oc-

cafions in providence, been greatly improved and

firengthened, if they fhould be periuaded, inflead

of enjoying the freedom of chnftians, to take up-
on them that yoke of bondage, which their Pro-

genitors threw off as too burdenibme and galling
to bear ! In vain may this be looked for. There
is not the lead reafonablc room to hope for fuch a

thing; and it is really ftirprifing, the Epiicopaliarii
are not convinced of it, after fo long a tryal to fo

little purpofe. It is our firm faith, trufting in

God, that the principles of religious as well as civil

liberty will ever diftinguifli thefe Colonies, and
that gofpel worfhip and difcipline, in their purity
snd

fimplicity, which was the great Errand of our

fore fathers in coming over to this new world,
\viil be upheld and maintained here, from genera-
tion to generation, until time fhali be no more,
whatever phns may be formed to the contrary,
and whatever efforts may be made to carry them
inro execution.

1 WOULD new afk pardon for being thus lengthy,
anci for bein^ roo often tedioufiy io by meer re-

petitions. 1 lave only to fay in excuie for my
ielf, that I was not willing to let any thing pals,
the Dr. or his friends, might think worthy of

notice, and fo worthy of it as to bung to view

over
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over and over again. If he had comprehended
what he has offered to the Public in a few pages,

1

as he might eafily have done, and, as I imagine,'

greatly to the advantage of his caufe, he would
have laved me fome trouble, and both our readers

the tryal of much patience.

e

B R R jf f J.
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